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INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENTS

A major purpose of the 1972-73 evaluation of s hool-based Right
to Read sites was to provide a comprehensive descri tion of the reading
program at each school. Volume III (Parts 1, 2, an 3) describes
reading program in terms of school, student, and teacher character-
istics. Additionally, all program variables that characterize each site
are reported here. Where appropriate, these variables are described in
terms of the extent to which each site included them and an assessment of
their contribution to the success of the program is indicated.

The Right to Read Office also required each school-based site par-
ticipating in CRI's assessment to conduct an evaluation of its own project.
In conjunction with the Right to Read Office, CRT developed an outline (in-
cluded in Appendix B) to guide each site in this self-evaluation and to
assure the assessment and reporting of critical program components that
would not otherwise be included in this Final Report due to lack of infor-
mation.

Data found in the self-evaluations are used extensively in Volume III.
Section J. reports information related to major outcomes identified in
the self-evaluations. These are Objectives and Degree of FulfillMent,
Major Findings, and Recommendations.

For reader ease and to include a maximum number of data as con-
cisely as possible, information in this volume is yuovided in outline fora..
Program characteristics are accompanied by statistics that reflect total-
school information. A description of the Right to Read Program at each
school requires approximately twenty pages using this format. Colored
dividers, separating each school from the preceding one, contain the
code number of the school being described in the following pages. Al-
though information is provided to indicate the general location of each
school, full identification of the schools in this sample is possible only
by means of the key CRI has provided the Right to Read Office.
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INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT

School; 0101
Gredes: 1-5

A. School Characioristics

1. Geographic Region
A B D E F

MINIM 111111111111

*States in this region are Alabama, Florida, Georgia,
Kentucky, Louisiana, Mississippi, North Carolina, South
Carolina, Tennessee

2. Urban-Rural Index

Urban Suburban

3. Student Population (Total School)

Total Reported Enrollment 383

Rural

Total Students in Each Grade Level

Grade No.of Students Grade No.of Students
K 7

1 75 8

2 75 9

3 78 10

4 92 11

5 63 12

6

student Ethnicity (Total School)

American Indian
Asian
Black
Mexican American
Puerto Rican
White
Other

Percent

17

83



B. Right to Read Student Characteristics

-1. Amount of Time in Program: 1972-73 School Year
2. Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level

and Ethnic Breakdown

Grade

Total
No. of

Students

Percent
American

Indian Black
Mexican

American
Asian

American
Puerto
Rican White Other

K

1 75 16 84

2 75 11 89

3 78 18 82 1

4 92 16 84

5 63 22 78

6

7

8 I
9

10

11

12

--. !

2



3. Reading Gains for 1972-73 School Year's
(see Vol. 11, V, A for detailed report)
O Grade Level

(includes only levels
for which data were
report ed) Mean Gain per Montt' St. Dev,

1 2.9 1. 7
2 2.0 0.8
3 1 . 4 1.2
4 1.9 1.4
5 1.6 1,1
6

Overall Mean Gain for School 2.0 1.4
(means adjusted for differing class sizes)
Name of Standardized CAT, Slosson OralTest(s) Used

C. Right to Read Teacher Characteristics

Total Number Reported 7

Mean Range
Age 1T7;171. 122-55+ yrs. 1

No. Years Teaching Experience
1 13 vis. 12-32 yrs., ___I

Male Female
Sex No.

Percent
0
0

Mexican Puerto NoEthnicity Amr Ind Asian Black Amer Rican White Other Indication
No. 1 3 3Percent

Degree No.

Area of
Degree No.

Job Title

Residential
Index

14

BA or BS
43

MA or MS
43

PhD Other No Indication

Human- Fine No Indi-
Educ Soc Sci itics Arts Ph vs Sci Math Other cation

1

Read Reading Bilingual Multi No
S ec Teacher Spec Sub'ect Other Indication

No.

No.
Inner City Urban Suburban Rural No Indication

*Total number of classes for which achievement data were reported: 18



o Teacher Attitude Toward Right To Read Features
(figures indicate number of teachers responding)

Effectiveness

Parent, Involve-
ment

In-service
Training

Reading
Specialist

Instructional
Materials

Excellent Good Adequate Poor Very Poor

No Indica-
tion or Not
.Included
in Program

6 1

5 1 1

2 3 1 1

3 3...-- 1

Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing to
'reach in Right To Read Program next year:

Yes
Yes, if changes are made
Questionable
No

No Response
D. Identification of Project Director

District Reading Reading Classroom
Supt. Principal Specialist Teacher Teacherr Other

No; of
Teachers:

No Title
Indicated
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E, Effectiveness of Right To Read Materials
Very Not

Program Planning Procedure Useful Useful Useful(PPP)
X

No
Indication1(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as

parent involvement, identification and prioritizing of studentneeds and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches,
materials, and program organizations. Also supplied information
on redirection of existing resources to support the new programl

Ways in which PPP was used in program:

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No
Priorities Eval. Indicationand Planning Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives

x x x

Very Not No
Status and Reporting Center Useful Useful Useful Indication
(S avid RC)

X

(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve-ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D.C.)

Ways in which S and RC was used:

Program Student/Teacher Task Display ReferencePlanning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source

Forecast Information No
Outcomes Dissemination Indication

X

5



F. Technical Assistant Utilization

Rating of Helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

X

Technical Assistant Activities:

1. Program planning 11. Identify alternate approaches

2. Program implementation 12. Develop team teaching

3. Interpret Right to Read
planning materials

13. Observe classes

14. Advise on parental
4. Work on the Unit Task Force involvement

5. Develop Work Statement/ 15. Recommend consultants
Proposal

16. Budget planning
6. Develop or identify

curriculum materials 17. Evaluation

7. Needs assessment 18. Liaison with Right to Read,
Washington, D. C.

8. Diagnosis/prescription
19. Plan for 1973-74 program

9. Identify objectives
20. No indication of activity

10. Staff development



Effectiveness of Ri ht To Read Materials
Very Not NoProgram Planning Procedure Useful Useful Useful Indication(PPP)

0

(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas asparent involvement, identification and prioritizing of studentheeds and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches,materials,and program organizations. Also supplied informationon redirection of existing resources to support the new prograni)
Ways in which PPP was used in program:
Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No

Eval. Indication
and Plannin Student/Teacher Needs of Ob)ectives Priorities

X
X X

Very Not NoStains and Reporting Center Useful Useful Useful Indication(S and RC)

X
1111ft(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve-ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surroundingschools and Right to Read, Washington, D.C.)

Ways in which S and RC was used:

Program Student/Teacher Task Display ReferencePlanning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source

Forecast information No
Outcomes Ofssernfna.tion Indication



F. Technical Assistant Titilization

Rating of Helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

X

Technical Assistant Activities:

1. Program planning

2. Program implementation

3. Interpret Right to Read
planning materials

4. Work on the Unit Task Force

5. Develop Work Statement/
Proposal

6. Develop or identify
curriculum materials

7. Needs assessment

8. Diagnosis/pre scription

9. Identify objectives

10. Staff development

Identify alternate approaches

Develop team teaching

Observe classes

Advise on parental
involvement

15, Recommend consultants

16. Budget planning

Zvaltiation

18. Liaison with Right to Read,
Washington, D. C.

19. Plan for 1973.74 program

20. No indication of activity

x

Li



Parent Involvement

Extent of
Involvement

Activities:

1. Unit Task Force

2. Program planning

3. Program implementation

4. Develop materials

5. Purchaseirepair materials

6. Aides, tutors, volunteers

7. Advisory council

8. Workshops, conferences

High Medium Low No Indication

I!

7

9. Readily; is Fundamental

10. PTA,, open liciuse, other
traditional meetings

11. Supplementary activities

12. Community relations

13. Information dissemination

14. No indication



H. Teacher Aides

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides
Worked in classrooms
Were paid
Were: Paren'.

Student tacher
Community organization member
High school' student.
Other

Average number of hours aides worked
per semester
Types of Activities Performed;
Tutoring students
Marking tests
Distributing materials
Working in small, and large groups
Preparing materials
Liaison with parents and other outside personnel
Bus monitoring
Supervising recreational activities in or outside
class
Classroom maintenance
Supervising field tripe
Other

Teacher rating of aides' effectiveness (figures' indicate number
of teachers reporting data)

Very Very
Effective Effective Ineffective In ffe tiv

8



I. Program Characteristics

1. Inservice Training:

Individuals responsible for training:

Consultants
Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members
Project director
Reading specialist
Classroom teacher
No indication

Individuals trained:

Reading specialist /teacher
Classroom teachers
Other staff
Paraprofessionals
Parents
No indication

peolorrowmir

Training areas.

Learning theory
Student background and self
concept
Language development
Motor and perceptual skills
Right to. Read Program
Diagnostic/ prescriptive
approach

Instructional approach
Instructional materials
Teaching techniques
Classroom organization and
management
Evaluation
No indication

ql

x

.11
101.11111

x
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Training Methods:

Group or individual meetings, seminars, workshops,
conferences
School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom
observations
University courses
Video taping, audio-visuals, multi-media
No indication

2, Unit Task Force Activities

Planning Phase

Rating of helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

UTF Members:

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of meetings:
Very No
Frequent Frequent Infrequent Indication

10



Types of Activities:

Meet with TAT s
'Develop proposal or work
statement
Needs assessment
Develop diagnostic /prescriptive
approach
Identify objectives
Gather data
Complete PPP

Implementation Phase

Rating of Helpfulness:

UTF members:

Develop materials
Inservice training
Budget
Information dissemination
Develop tests
Evaluation
No indication

Very
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

Not No

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of Meetings:
Very
Frequent Frequent

11

No
Infrequent Indication



Types of Activities:

Meet with TATs/consultants
Develop criteria for student
selection or placement
Student diagnosis
Identify tutors
Ins e r vice training
Develop community involvement
activities

Status and reporting activities
Record progress
Serve on special committees
Review program progresS
Information dissemination
Evaluation
No indication

3. Components of Magnostic/Prescriptive Approach:

Individualized prescription
Identification of student skill levels
Teacher obs6rvation
Contracts
Individualized instruction
Progress checklists
Testing
Review case histories
Staff conferences
Student/teacher conferences

Supplementary materials
Games, manipulative s
Audio- Visual, Multimedia
Commercially made programs
Student grouping
Special classes
Skill sessions
Field trips
Reading/language center
Reading specialist, tutors
Language experience approach
Basal text instruction
No indication

12

x



4, Program Location:*

Reading is taught as a separate subject
Reading is taught indirectly
through other subject matter

Special assistance is provided outside the
classroom for students in special need of
reading help
No indication

5. Stu,lent/Teacher Organization:

Single teacher--multi-subjects
Reading specialist (responsible for more
than one class)
Team teachers
Students doing cross-age teaching
Tutor-specialist
Tutor -aide
Other
No indication

Student Organization:

Individualized reading instruction
Small groups (5 or fewer students)
Large groups (6 or more students)
No indication

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per. Class

184

90

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

61

85

289
2

126

0

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

3

101
72

'Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report
on each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported:, 9

13



7 Classroom Language (All Classes Combined):

Standard English
Non-Standard English
Spanish
French
American Indian
language or dialect
Japanese
No indication

Language of Instruction Native Language of Students
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking
Used) Language

Reading Approach:

100%

Mean
Semester
Reported

Number of
Hours
per Class

Meaning emphasis 3

Code emphasis 1

Linguistics 0

Modified alphabet 0

Responsive environment 10

Programmed learning 11

Individualized reading
Language experience 0

Eclectic or teacher's own 120

Othei 0

No indication

14



9. Techniques Used for Reading Instructiow

Machine- based programmed
instruction
Other programmed instruction
Gaming/simulation
Instructional TV
Interactive media
Intensive involvement
Discussion groups
Demonstration- performance
Lecture
Contracts
Use of supplementary materials
Other
No indication

15

Mean Number of
Semester 1-1ours
Reported per Class

55

36

23

21

32



10, Classroom Evaluation Procedures:

Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or
all students to determine individual reading needs.
The teacher has formulated or` selected
specific objectives for each student.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for the entire class.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward
reading for the entire class.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for each individual.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for the entire class,
Visible records are kept of class performance.

Records of each student's performance are kept
with respect to each objective.
Students are kept informed of their progress.

Students are involved in self-evaluation.

Parents are informed of students' progress.

No indication

11. Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: $40,000

16

Number of
Classrooms
in Which
Procedure
Used

7

5

8



J. MAJOR FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN
'PROJECT 'SELV-EVALUATTON

1. Project Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment *

Project Objectives

STUDENT
.

X

.

X

,

Student Attitude
Student Behavior
Student Reading Achievement X X

Reading.. Related Skills X X

TEACHER
Teacher Competency
Teacher Attitude
Teacher Behavior

PARENT/COMMUNITY

-.

Parent/Community
Involvement
Parent Attitude

PROGRAM

Information Dissemination
Individualization of
Instruction
Innovations
Inservice Training
Additional Materials,
Services or Personnel . .

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Program Objectives
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under "Major Findings". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.

17



2. ,Ma or Findings*

Major Area

STUDENT
XReading Achievement

Reading-Related Skills
Social Skills

ttitude X

TEACHER
Competency
Attitude
Teacher-Student Relations

1

Teacher-Staff Relatione

PARENT /COMMUNITY
Support
Involvement

PROGRAM
Success of Inservice Training
Program Flexibility
Helpfulness of Technical Assistance
Significant Changes in Reading
Approach
Individualization of Instruction -.. I

Value of Assistance from
Aides/Volunteers

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Major Findings" or
under "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.

18



3. Program Reconnendations

Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports
were categorized into the areas listed below. An "X" indicates that
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area.

em110/00

More emphasis on reading-related skills

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude

More remedial help

Increased effort to involve pa.rentsicommunity

Increased school-parent communications

More staff training

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach

More emphasis on individualization of instruction

Expand program within school/school district

More materials/equipment/personnel

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude

Improved evaluation techniques

Re-definition of needs

Improved communication with HEW

Continued funding

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS X

19
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A.

INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT

School

School: 0201

Grades: K-8

Characteristics
A B C D E F *

1. Geographic Region MIN MEI MI ii
*States in this region
Oregon, Washington

are: Alaska, Idaho, Gaam, Nevada,

2. Urban-Rural Index

Urban Suburban Rural

x
3. Student Population (Total School)

Total Reported Enrollment 802
Total Students in Each Grade Level

Grade No. of Students Grade No of Students
K 72 7 74
1 83 8 125
2 86 9
3 86 10
4 87 11

97
-

5 12

6 92

Student Ethnicity (Total School)

American Indian
Asian
Black
Mexican American
Puerto Rican
White
Othe r

21

Percent

0.11.11

2

87
11



Right to Read Student Characteristics

1. Amount of Time in Program: 1972.73 School Year
2. Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level

and Ethnic Breakdown

Total
No. of

Grade Students

Percent
American Mexican Asian Puerto

. Indian Black American American Rican

5

1

2

3

83 8

86 6

86 6

White Other

84

92.--...
90

ti

2 6 86
4 .87 88'
5

97 7

6
92 7

88

93
7

74 1 93
8 125 12

9

84

10

11

12

22



Rem ling (.1:tinf, lr1972-73'Schoot -Year*
(ee Vol. II, -V, A for .cletailed rci,ort)

arnde Lt vcl
(inehnios only
for vhicii data worere otod) lvtean Gain _po.r

-0.6
1.2

3 1.2
4 1.0
5 1.1
6 1. 0

Overall Moan Crain for School 04 9
(rneam: adiusted for differing class sizes)
Name of Standardbied
Test(s) Used

C. Right. to Read Teacher Characteristics
o Total Number. Reported

Age

No. Years Teaching averience

Sex No.
Percent

MAT
.111.1.1%... offies.......00.011.

Mean RaimarioU [727675-&_,+

197:1
Male Female

Mexican Puerto Noa Ethnicity Al= Ind Asian Black Amor

Percent
.

Degree

e Area of
Degree N .

Rican White Other Indication.

91.71 4.2 ,04
BA or 135 MA or MS PhD Other No IndlcationNo. Ere 1 T.--

No Judi

3013 Title No.

Residential No.
Index

Human- 141no
Educ Soc Sci ities Arts l'hlrs Sci Math. Other cation

L
Read
S cc Teacher S )eo

inner Cit

Reading Bilingual
1

Multi No
Sub oct Other Indication

Urban Suburban Rural No Indication

,7
Total number of classes for which achievement data were reported: 21



Teacl.er Attitude Toward Right To Read Features
(figures indicate number of teachers responding)

Effectiveness
Excellent Good Adequate Poor Very Poor

Parent Involve-
Mont

In-service
Training

Reading
Specialist

Instructional
Materials

2 11.. 2

No Indica-
tion or Not
'Included
in Program

9

..".---"-
12

Teacher Preference Regarding Cohtinuing to
Teach in Right To Read Program next' year

Yes
Yea, if changes are made

Questiona.ble
No

No Response

No:..of

Teachers;

Identification of Project Director

District Reading Reading
Supt. Principal specialist Teacher

Classroom
Teacher Other

No Title
Indicated

24



Effectiveness of Right Materials
Very Not Na_

Program Planning Procedure Useful Useful Useful Indication
(PPP)

x
(A document with cl arts guiding the school in such areas as
parent involvement, identification and prioritising of student
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches,
materials,and program organisations. Also supplied informition
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program)

Ways in which PPP was used in program:

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No
and Planning Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities Eval, Indication

x x X
4.-....m.

Very
Status and Reporting Center Useful Useful Useful Indication
(S and RC)

Not No

x

(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve-
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D. C,)

Ways in which S and RC was used:

Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference
Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source

Forecast Information No
Outcomes Ofasemfna.tion Indication

x

25



F. Technical Assistant Utilization

Rating of Helpfulness: Very
Helpful

Not No
Helpful Helpful Indication

Technical Assistant Activities:

X

1. Program planning 11. Identify alternate approaches

2, Program implementation 12. Develop team teaching

3. Interpret Right to Read 13, Observe classes
planning materials

14. Advise on parental
4, Work on the Unit Task Force involvement'

5. Develop Work Statement/ 15. Recommend consultants
Proposal

16. Budget planning
6. Develop or identify

curriculum materials 17. Evaluation

7. Needs assessment 18. Liaison with Right to Read,
Washington, D. C.

8. Diagnosis /prescription
19. Plan for 1973-74 program

9. Identify objectives
N. No indication of activity

10, Staff development

26



G, Parent Involvement

Extent of
Involvement

Activities:

1. Unit Task Force

2. Program planning

3, Prcgram implementation

4. Develop materials

5. Purchase/repair materials

6. Aides, tutors, volunteers

7. Advisory council

8. Workshops, conferences

X

X

gy10.

..

27

High Medium Low No Indication

9. Reading is Fundamental

10. PTA, open house, other
traditional meetings

11. Supplementary activities

12. Community relations

13. Information dissemination

14. No indication



H. Teacher Aides

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides
Worked in classrooms
Were paid
Were; Parent

Student teacher
Community organization member
High school student
Other

Average number of hours aides worked
per semester
Types of Activities Performed;
Tutoring students
Marking tests
Distributing materials
Working in small and large groups
Preparing materials
Liaison with parents and other outside personnel
Bus monitoring
Supervising recreational activities in or outside X
class
Classroom maintenance
Supervising field trips
Other

68 0

78

Teacher rating of aides' effectiveness (figures indicate number
of teachers reporting data)

Very Very
Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective

5 12

28



Program Characteristics

Inservice Training:

Individuals responsible for training:

Consultants
Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members
Project director
Reading specialist
Classroom teacher
No indication

Individuals trained:

Reading specialist/teacher
Classroom teachers
Other staff
Paraprofessionals
Parents
No indication

Training areas.

Learning theory
Student background and self
concept
Language development
Motor and perceptual skills
Right to Read Program
Diagnostic/ prescriptive
approach

29

Instructional approach
Instructional materials
Trching techniques
CluJsroorn organization and
management
Evaluation
No indication



Training Methods:

Group or individual meetings, seminars, workshops,
conferences
School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom
olaservations
University courses
Video taping, audio-visuals, multi-media
No indication

Unit Task Force Activities

Planning Phase

Rating of helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

UTF Members:

Frequency of meetings:

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Very
Frequent Fre uent Infre uent Indication

X

No

30



Types of Activities:

MT eet with TATs

(Develop prOposal or work
Tjttaioment
:Needs assessment
Develop diagnostic/prescriptive
approach
Identify objectives
Gather data
Complete PPP

Implementation Phase

X

Rating of Helpfulness:

UTF members:

Develop materials
Ineervice training
Budget

Information dissemination
Develop tests
Evaltiation
No indication

rsiaa
S
S

Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

[ X I

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of Meetings:
Very No
Frequent Frequent Infrequent Indication

3l



Types of Activities:

Meet with TATs/consultants
Develop criteria for student
selection or placement
Student diagnosis
Identify tutors
Inservice training
Develop community involvement
activities

Status and reporting activities
Record progress
Serve on special committees
Review program progress
Information dissemination
Evaluation
No indication

3. Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach:

Individualized prescription
Identification of student skill levels
Teacher observation
Contracts
Individualized instruction
Progress checklists
Testing
Review case histories
Staff conferences
Student/teacher conferences

Supplementary materials
Games, manipulatives
Audio- Visual, Multimedia
Commercially made programs
Student grouping
Special classes
Skill sessions
Field trips
Reading/language center
Reading specialist, tutors
Language experience approach
Basal text instruction
No indication

32



4. Program Location:*

Reading is taught as a separate subject
Reading is taught indirectly
through other subject matter

Special assistance is provided outside the
classroom for students in special need of
reading help
No indication

5. Student/Teacher Organization:

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per. Class

,I=MMPIMMI.

141

180

24

Mean
Semester
Reported

Number of
Hours
per Class

Single teachermulti-subjects 395
Reading specialist (responsible for more
than one class) 14

Team teachers 0
Students doing cross-age teaching 13

Tutor-specialist
Tutor-aide 50

Other 2

No indication
11

6. Student Organization: Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

Individualized reading instruction 23

Small groups (5 or fewer students) 50
Large groups (6 or more students) 10.7

No indication

*Information on items four through tea was obtained by asking teachers to report
on each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported: 22
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7. Classroom Language (All Classes Combined):

Language of Instruction Native Language of Students
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking
Used) Language)

Standard English
Non-Standa141 English
Spanish
French
American Indian
language or dialect
Japanese
No indication

8. Reading Approach:

100 %

Meaning emphasis,
Code emphasis
Linguistics
Modified alphabet
Responsive environment
Programmed learning
Individualized reading
Language experience
Eclectic or teacher's own
Other
No indication

34

87%

13

Mean dumber of
Semeiter Hours
Reported per Class

25

30

0

9

14

12

54

7



9. Techniques Used for Reading Instruction:

Machine - based programmed
instruction
Other programmed instruction
Gaming/simulation
Instructional TV
Interactive media
Intensive involvement
Discussion groups
Demonstration- performance
Lecture
Contracts
Use of supplementary materials
Other
No indication

35

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

4, -
16

3

0

30

34
20
0

42

14



10. Classroom Evaluation Procedures:

Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or
all students to determine individual reading needs.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for each student.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for the entire class.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward
reading for the entire class.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for each individual.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for the entire class.
Visible records are kept of class performance.

Records of each student's performance are kept
with respect to each objective.
Students are kept informed of their progress.

Students are involved in self-evaluation.

Parents are informed of students' progress.

No indication

11. Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: $40,000

36

Number of
Classrooms
in Which
Procedure
Used

11

10

20

11

1

16

19

11

22



MAJOR FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN
PROMO' StLF-EVALUATION

1. Prof ect Ob ectives anc..._1221reement

Project Objectives

STUDENT
a -

I

Student Attitude
Student Behavior
Student Reading Achievement X

-

Reading-Related Skills X X
TEACHER

X XTeacher Competency
Teacher Attitude
Teacher Behavior

PARENT/COMMUNITY

.Parent/Community
Involvement

W

Parent Attitude
PROGRAM

Information Dissemination
Individualization of
Instruction .

Innovations
ineervice Training
Additional Materials,
Services or Personnel

g

*Sites may have indicated program success under 'Program Objectives
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under "Major Findings". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-e'valuation.
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Z, Major Findings*

Majcr Area

STUDENT

Reading Achievement
Reading-Related Skills

4

Social Skills
Attitude

TEACHER
Competency
Attitude
Teacher-Student Relations
Teacher-Staff Relations

PARENT/COMMUNITY
Su. sort
Involvement

PROGRAM

Success of Inservice Training
Program Flexibility
Helpfulness of Technical Assistance x
Significant Changes in Reading
Approach
Individualization of Instruction
Value of Assistance from
Aides/Volunteers x

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Major Findings" or
under "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data iri the self-evaluation.
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3. Program Recommendations

Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports
were categorized into the areas listed below. An "Xi' indicates that
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area.

&MD Oat..
More emphasis on reading-related skills

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude

More remedial help

X Increased effort to involve parents/community

Increased school-parent communications

X More staff training

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach

More emphasis on individualization of instruction

Expand program within school/school district

More materials /equipment /personnel

./Imilt

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude

Improved evaluation techniques

Re-definition of needs

Improved communication with HEW

X Continued funding

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS
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INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT

School; 0401

Grades: K-6

School Characteristics

1. Geographic Region
A B C D* E F

III NMI MI MIN
*States in this region are: Arizona, Arkansas, California,
New Mexico, Oklahoma, Texas

2. Urban-Rural Index

Urban

1

Suburban Rural

3. Student Population (Total School)

Total Reported Enrollment 343
Total Students in Each Grade Level

Grade No. of Students Grade No. of Students
K 22 7

1 44 8

2 54 9

3 52 10

4 58 11

5 57 12

6 56

Student Ethnicity (Total School).

American Indian
Asian
Black
Mexicaa American
Puerto Rican
White
Other

41

Percent

1

99



B. Right to Read Student Characteristics

1. Amount of Time in Program: 1972-73 School Year
2. Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level

and Ethnic Breakdown

Grade

Total
No. of.

Students

Percent
American

Indian Black
Mexican

American
Asian

American
Puerto
Rican White Other

K 22 100
1

1.- 44 100
Z

54 100
3

52 100
4

58 10.0
5

57 100
6

56 100
7

8 1
9

10

11

12
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Reading Gains for 1972-73 School Year
(4e0 Vol, II, V, A for detailed report)

Grade tievel
(includes only levels
for which data were
reported) Mean Cain per Month St, Dcv,

1

2.6
110.10.1.1

0.82

3 1.7 1.1
4 1.0 0.6
5 1.4 0,7
6 1.8 0.8

Overall Mean Gain for School _1.2. 1.
(means adjusted for differing class sizes)
Name of Standardized Stanford Diagnostic, ITBSTest(s) Used

Iowa Work Stud

C. Right to Read Teacher Characteristics

o Total Number Reported

Age

o' No. Years Teaching Experience

Sex

Ethnicity
No.

Percent

Degree No.

Area of
Degree No.

Job Title No.

Residential No.
Index

No.
Percent

Mean Range
20 -44

L1 -21
Male Female

1
14

Mexican Puerto No
Amr Ind Asian Black Amer Rican White Other Indication

BA or BS MA or MS PhD Other No Indication

Human- Fine No Indi.
Educ Sec Sci Wes Arts PhysSci Math Other cation

Read
S ec

Reading Bilingual Multi No
Teacher S 30C Subject Other Indication

1 6

Inner C, ity Urban Suburban Rural No Indication
2 7.

''`Total number of classes for which achievement data were reported: 10
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Teacher Attitude Toward Right To Read Features
(figures indicate number of teachers responding)

Effectiveness

Parent Involve-
ment

In-service
Training

Reading
Specialist

Instructional
Materials

Excellent Good Adequate Poor Very Poor
.01 ...

1

2

No Indica-
tion or Not
Included
in Program

5

1

111
1

Teacher Preference Regarding Cohtinuing to
Teach in Right To Read Program next year:

Yes
Yes, if changes are made
Questionable
No

No Response
Identification of Project Director

District
Supt.,

Reading Reading Classroom
Principal Specialist Teacher Teacher

X

44

No of.
Teachers:

No Title
Other Indicated



E. Effectiveness of Right To Read Materials
Very Not No

Program Planning Procedure Useful Useful Useful Indication
(PPP)

(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as
parent involvement, identification and prioritizing of student
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches,
materials, and program organizations. Also supplied information
on redirection of existing resources to support the new programs

Ways in which PPP was used in program:

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No
and Planning Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities Eval. Indication

X

Status and Reporting Center
(S and RC)

Very Not No
Useful Useful Useful Indication

X

(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve-
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D. C.)

Ways in which S and RC was used:

Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference
Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source

Forecast Information No
Outcomet Dfssemfnation Indication

X
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F. Technical Assistant Utilization

Rating of Helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

Technical Assistant Activities:

1. Program planning 11. Identify alternate approaches

2. Program implementation 12. Develop team teaching

3. Interpret Right to Read
planning materials

13. Observe classes

14. Advise on parental
4. Work on the Unit Task Force involvement

5. Develop Work Statement/ 15. Recommend consultants
Proposal

16. Budget planning
. Develop or identify

curriculum materials 17. Evaluation

7. Needs assessment 18. Liaison with Right to Read,
Washington, D. C.

8. Diagnosis /prescription
19. Plan for 1973-74 program

9. Identify objectives
20. No indication of activity

10. Staff development
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Parent Involvement

Extent of
Involvement

Activities:

Unit Task Force

Program planning

Program implementation

4. Develop materials

5. Purchase/repair materials

6. Aides, tutors, volunteers

7. Advisory council,

8. Workshops, conferences

47

High Medium Low No Indication

9. Reading ie Fundamental

10, PTA, open house, other
traditional meetings

1). Supplementary activities

12, Community relations

13. Information dissemination

14. No indication

X



H. Teacher Aidet

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides
Worked in classrooms
Were paid
Wore: Parent

Student teacher
Community organization member
High school student
Other

Average number of hours aides worked
per semester
Types of Activities Performed:
Tutoring students
Marking tests
Distributing materials
Working in small and large groups
Preparing materials
Liaison with parents and other outside personnel
Bus monitoring
Supervising recreational activities in or outside
class
Classroom maintenance
Supervising field trips
Other

Teacher rating of aides' effectiveness (figures' indicate number
of teachers reporting data)

Very Very
Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective

I11 1 2
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1. Inservice 'Training;

Individuals responsible for training:

Consultants
Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members
Project director
Reading specialist
Classroom teacher
No indication

Individuals trained:

Reading specialist/teacher
Classroom teachers
Other staff
Paraprofessionals
Parents
No indication

Training areas.

Learning theory
Student background and self
concept
Language development
Motor and perceptual skills
Right to Read Program
Diagnostic /prescriptive
approach

Instructional approach
Instructional materials
Teaching techniques
Classroom organization and
management
Evaluation
No indication
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Training Methods:

Group or individual meetings, seminars, workshops,
conferences
School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom
observations
University courses
Video taping, audio-visuals, multi-media
No indication

2. Unit Task Force Activities

Planning Phase

11

Rating of helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful IndicationLi I I IC

UTF Members:

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of meetings:
Very
Frequent

E3F
el
a

No
yen t Infre uent Indication

50
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Types of Activities:

Meet with TATS

Develop proposal or work
statement
Needs assessment
Develop diagnostic/prescriptive
approach

Identify objectives
Gather data
Complete PPP

Implementation Phase

Rating of Helpfulness:

UTF members:

Develop materials
Inservice training
Budget
Information dissemination
Develop tests
Evaluation
No indication

Very Not No
Hel ful Hel Helpful Indication

I X I

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of Meetings:
Very
Frequent

51

No
Frequent Infrequent Indication

X 1



Types of Activities:

Meet with TATs /consultants
Develop criteria for student
selection or placement
Student diagnosis
Identify tutors
Insorvice training
Develop community involvement
activities

Status and reporting activities
Record progress
Serve on special committees
Review program progress
Information dissemination
Evaluation
No indication

3. Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach:

Individualized prescription
Identification of student skill levels
Teacher observation
Cont racts
Individualized instruction
Progress checklists
Testing
ittiview case histories
Saff conferences
Student/teacher conferences

SupPlementary materials
Games, manipulatives
Audio-Visual, Multimedia
Commercially made programs
Student grouping
Special classes
Skill sessions
Field trips
Reading/language center
Reading specialist, tutors
Language experience approach
Basal text instruction
No indication
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4. Program Location:*

Reading is taught as a separate subject
Reading is taught indirectly
through other subject matter

Special assistance is provided outside the
classroom for students in special need of
reading help
No indication

5. Student/Teacher Organization:

Mean Numbei of
Semester Hours
Reported per Clas s

202

157

0

,g1MI.M.

Mean
Semester
Reported

Number of
Hours
per Class

Single teachermulti-subjects 301
Reading specialist (responsible for more
than one class) 58
Team teachers 0
Students doing cross-age teaching 0
Tutor-specialist
Tutor-aide
Other 0
No indication

6, Student Organization: Mean
Semester

Number
Hours

of

Reported per Class
Individualized reading instruction 0
Small groups (5 or fewer students) 136
Large groups (6 or more students) 65
No indication

*Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to reporton each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported: 13
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7, Classroom Language (All Classes Combined):

Language of Instruction Native Language of Students
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking
Used) Language

Standard English
Non-Standard English
Spanish

trench
American Indian
language or dialect
Japanese
No indication

8. Reading Approach:

100%

Meaning emphasis
Code emphasis
Linguistic s
Modified alphabet
Responsive environment
Programmed learning
Individualized reading
Language experience
Eclectic or teacher's own
Other
No indication

54

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

0

0

0

0

0

72

129
0



Techniques Used for Reading Instruction:

Machine- based programmed
instruction
Other programmed instruction
Gaming/simulation
Instructional TV
Interactive media
Intensive involvement
Discussion groups
Demonstration - performance
Lecture
Contracts
Use of supplementary materials
Other
No indication

55

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

0

43
33

52

24

0

47

0



10. Classroom Evaluation Procedures:

Diagnostic xeading tests are used with most or
all students to determine individual reading needs.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for each student.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for the entire class.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for map.suring attitudes toward
reading for the entire class.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for each individual.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for the entire class.
Visible records are kept of class performance.

Records of each student's performance are kept
with respect to each objective.
Students are kept informed of their progress.

Students are involved in self-evaluation.

Parents are informed of students' progress.

No indication

11. Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: $50, 000

56

Number of
Classrooms
in Which
Procedure
Used

13

13

11

6

13

3

13 4

13

13

13

13



J. MAJ'OR FINDIN AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN
01,11

1. Project Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment*

Project Objectives

STUDENT

XStudent Attitude
Student Behavior

...

Student Readin: Achievement .

Readin Related Skills . .

TEACHER

X XTeacher Competency
_

Teacher Attitude X
Teacher Behavior _ X

,

PARENT/COMMUNITY

x XParent/Community
Involvement
Parent Attitude X x

PROGRAM
X XInformation Dissemination

Individualization of
Instruction

. . _

Innovations
Inservice Training x
Additional Materials,
Services or Personnel I

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Program Objectives
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under "Major Findings". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.
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STUDENT,

ReadinkAchievement
Reading:Related Skills
SociAl Skills
Attitutie

TEACHA
Competency
Attitude
Teac er.Stu ent Relations
TeachtrIStaff Relations

PARENT/COMMUNITY
Support
Involvement

PROGRAM

Success of Inservice Training
Program, Flexibility
Helpfulness of Technical Assistance
Significant Changes in Reading
Approach
Individualization of Instruction
Value of Assistance from
Aides/Volunteera

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS .01011
*Sites may have indicated program success under "Major Findings" or
under "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishrnent", Thereader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data In the'helt-evaluation.
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3. Program Recommendations

Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports
were categorized into the areas listed below. An "X" indicates that
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area.

More emphasis on reading-related skills

X Increased emphasis on improving student achievement

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude

More remedial help

Increased effort to involve parents/community

Increased school-parent communications

More staff training

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach

More emphasis on individualization of instruction

Expand program within school/school district

X More materials/equipment/personnel

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency

0.01.01.

0.1.1.06

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude

Improved evaluation techniques

Re-definition of needs

Improved communication with HEW

Continued funding

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS
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INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT

School: 0509

Grades:

School Characteristics

1, Geographic jlegiort.
A B C D*

NMI MIMI lEill
*States in this region are: Arizona, Arkansas, California,
New Mexico, Oklahoma, Texas

Urban- Rural Index

Urban Suburban Rural

3, Student Population (Total School)

Total Reported Enrollment 616

Total Students in Each Grade Level

Grade No. of Students Grade No. of Students
IC 65 7

1 68 8

2 68 9

3 71 10

4 94 11

5 115 12

6 125 Educable Handicapped 10
Student Ethnicity (Total School)

American Indian
Asian
Black
Mexican American
Puerto Rican
White
Other

61

Percent

80

/=01.
18

2



B. Ri ht to Read Student Characteristics

1. Amount of Time in Program 1972-73 School Year
2. Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level

and Ethnic Breakdown

Qrade

Total
No, of

Students

Percent
American

Indian
.

Black
Mexican

American
Asian

American
Puerto
Rican Whit Other

K 65 78 22
1 68 1 79 18 2
2 68 86 14

1

3
71 76 23

4 94 2 77 4 16
5 115 86 14
6 125 1 83 12
7........--
8

9

10

11

12

_....

62



3. Reading Gains for 1972-73 Scheel Year*
(see Vol. 11, V, A for cletailed report)

Grade Level
(includes only levels
for \vhich data wore

Mead Got per Month St. ))cv,

1 1.2 0.6
2 2.4 1.5
3 z.6 1.0
4 1.5 1.0
5 2.0 1.3.--,
6 1.8 1.4

o Overall Mean Gain for School 1 1,2
(mean' adjusted for differing clans sizes)
Name of Standardized
Test(s) Used TOJIELaizati,tet.T,CAT

Bight to Ilcachor Characteristics
Total Number Reported

Age

No. Years Teaching Experience

Sex No.
Percent

MUM
Mean Rau°

i7-ii;
Male Female

Mexican Puerto No
Ethnicity Arnr Ind Asian Blac icak Amer Rican White Other Indtion

No. 1 11111111111111 MIA 1.111.
MINIM 11140111Percent

o Degree No.

Area of
Degree No. rro 5 3

road Reading Bilingual Multi No
oc Teacher Sac Sub oct Other Indication

BA or BS MA or MS PhD Other No. Indication

Human- Ffne No Indi.
Ethic Soc Sci itios Arts Ph aSci Math Other cation

Job Title No.

Residential No,
Inner Cit Urban Suburban Rural No Indication

Index

6Total number of classes for which achievement data wore reported: 21
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Teacher Attitude Towerd Right To Read Feature's
(figures indicate numbor of teachers responding) No Indica-

don or Notrffectiv Included
Excellent Clood Ade9tate

1
poor .La y. Poor in ProgramtoOb..........ro............... *11.0.

Parent Involve..
rnent

Inservice
Training

Reading
Specialist

Instructional
Materials

3 2 .. 3

1

Teacher Preference Regarding Cobtintling
Teach in Right To Read Program next year;

Yes

Yes, if changes are made
Questionable
No

No Response
D. Identification of Projlect Director,

District Reading Reading Classroom
Supt. Princi al S ecialist Teacher Teacher

64

No; of
Teachers;

No Title
Other Indicated



Effectiveness of RI ht To Read Materials
Very Not No

to Program Planning Procedure Useful Useful USeful Indicatio
(PPP)

(A. docurnerit with charts guiding the school in such areas as
parent involvement, identification and prioritising of student
needs and objectives, identification of tasic reading approaches,
materials,and program organisations, Also supplied information
on redireCtion of existing resources to support the new program.)

Ways in which PPP was used in program:

Structuring Identification of
and Plannin Student/Teacher Needs of. Objectives

Identification Listing Ongoing No
Priorities Eval. Indication

Status and Reporting Center
(S mad RC

X

Very
Useful

Not No
Useful Useful Indication

(A document with charts guiding the scho I
J

in community involve-
ment during planning of activities, and 11 son with surrounding
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D. C.)

Ways in which S and RC was used:

Program Student /Teacher Task Display Reference
Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source

X-

Forecast Information No
Outcomes Dlisemrnation Indication



'echn cal Aersietant Utilisation

Rating of Helpfulness: Very
Helpful

Not No
Helpful Helpful Indication

Technical Assistant Activities:

1. Program planning

2. Program implementation

3. Interpret Right to Read
planning materials

Work on the Unit Task Force

Develop Work Statement/
Proposal

Develop or identify
curriculum materials

7. Needs assessment

8. Diagnosis /prescription

9. Identify objectives

10. Staff development

11. Identify alternate approaches

12. Develop team teaching

13. Observe Classes

14. Advise on parental
inVOlvoment

15. Recommend consultants

16. Budget planning

17. Evaluation

18. Liaison with Right to Read,
Washington, D, C.

19. Plan for 1973.74 program

20. No indication of activity
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0. Parent Involvement

Extent of High Medium Low
Involvement

1

Activities;

1, Unit Task Force

2. Program planning

3, Program implementation
4, Develop materials

5. Purchase/repair materials
6. Aides, tutors, volunteers
7. Advisory council

8. Workshops, conferences

111

No Indication

9. Readirdamental
10. PTA, open house, other

traditional meetings

11. Supplementary activities

12. Community relations

13. Information dissemination
14. No indication
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Teacher Aides

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides
Worked in classrooms
Wero paid
Were: Parent

Student teacher
Community organization member
High school student
Other

Average number of hours aides worked
per semester
Types of Activities Performed:
Tutoring students
Marking tests
Distributing materials
Working in small and large groups
Preparing materials
Liaison with parents and other outside personnel
Bus monitoring
Supervising recreational activities in or outside
class
Classroom maintenance
Supervising field trips
Other

Teacher rating of aides* effectiveness (figures' indicate number
of teachers reporting data)

Very Very
Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective
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1, Program Characteristics

I. Inservice Training:

Individuals responsible for training:

Consultants
Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members
Project director
Reading specialist
Classroom teacher
No indication

Individuals trained:

Reading specialist/teacher
Classroom teachers
Other staff
Paraprofessionals
Parents
No indication

11111

Training areas.

X
Learning theory Instructional approach
Student background and self
concept X

Instructional materials
Teaching techniques X,Language development
Classroom organization andMotor and perceptual skills management X

Right to Read Program Evaluation
Diagnostic/ prescriptive
approach X

No indication
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Training Methods:

Group or individual meetings, seminars, workshops,
conferences
School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom
observations
University courses
Video taping, audio-visuals, multi-media
No indication

2. Unit Task Force Activities

Planning Phase

Rating of helpfulness:

UTF Members:

X

Very
Helpful elpful

Not No
Helpful 'Indicationcttcation

I ,X

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of meetings:

X

Very No
Frequent Frequent Infrequent Indication

X
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Type s of Activities:

Meet with TAT s

Develop proposal or work
statement
Needs assessment
Develop diagnostic/prescriptive
approach
Identify objectives
Gather data
Complete PPP

Implementation Phase

Rating of Helpfulness:

UTF members:

Develop materials
Inservice training
Budget

Information dissemination
Develop tests
Evaluation
No indication

Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

IX

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of Meetings:

Very
Frequent

X

No
Frequent Infrequent Indication

X
I I
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Types of Activities:

Meet with TATS /consultants
Develop criteria for student
selection or placement
Student diagnosis
Identify tutors
Inservice training
Develop community involvement
activities

Status and reporting activities
Record progress
Serve on special committees
Review program progress
Information dissemination
Evaluation
No indication

Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach:

individualized prescription
Identification of student skill levels
Teacher observation
Contracts
Individualized instruction
Progress checklists
Testing
Review case histories
Staff conferences
Student/teacher conferences

Supplementary materials
Games, manipulatives
Audio-Visual, Multimedia
Commercially made programs
Student grouping
Special classes
Skill sessions
Field trips
Reading/language center
Reading specialist, tutors
Language experience approach
Basal text instruction
No indication
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4. Program Location:*

Reading is taught as a separate subject
Reading is taught indirectly
through other subject matter

Special assistance is provided outside the
classroorn for students in special need of
reading help
No indication

5, Student /Teacher Organization:

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

119

205

33

Mean
Semester
Reported

Number of
Hours
per Class

Single teacher --multi-subjects 239
Reading specialist (responsible for more
than one class) 27

Team teachers 101,,
Students doing cross-age teaching 22
Tutor-specialist 6
Tutor-aide 49
Other 23,
No indication

6. Student Organization: Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

Individualized reading instruction 42
Small groups (5 or fewer students) 58
Large groups (6 or more students) 110,

No indication

*Information on items four through teas was obtained by asking teachers to report
on each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported: 19
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7. Classroom Language (All Classes Combined):

Language of Instruction Native Language of Students
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking
Used) Language

Standard. English
Non-Standard English
Spanish
trench
American Indian
language or. dialect
Japanese
No indication

8. Reading Approach:

92%
3

5
YIN"

Meaning emphasis
Code emphasis
Linguistics
Modified alphabet
Responsive environment
Programmed learning
Individualized reading,
Language experience
Eclectic or teacher's own
Other
No indication

74

55(to

14

19

12

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

44

30

8

1

49

36

23
15



Techniques Used for Reading Instruction:

Machine- based programmed
instruction
Other programmed' instruction
Gaming/simulation
Instructional TV
Interactive ;media
Intensive involvement
Discussion groups
Demonstration- performance
Lecture
Contracts
Use of supplementary materials
Other
No indication

75

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

21

11

14

11

4

38

35

2

37

32

12



10, Ciao sroom Evaluation Procedures:

Diagnostic.reading tests are used with most or
all studentS to determine individual reading needs.
The teacher has formulated or Selected
specific objeCtiVeS for eachtitUdent.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for the entire class.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading.
The teacher has_developed or identified an
instrument for measuring :attitudes toward
reading for the entire class.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for each Individual.
Performance of students is measured in
term: of objectives set for the entire class.
Visible records are kept of class performance.

Recotds of each student's performance are kept
with respect to each objective.
Students are kept informed of their progress.

Students are involved in self-evaluation.

Parents are informed of students' progress.

No indication

11. Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: $50,000

76

.10

NuMber of
ClaiSrooms
in Which
Procedure
Used'

16

18'

16

18

10

13

19

19

18



J. MAJOR FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN

1. Project and Degree of Accornyliehment*

Project Objectives

STUDENT

Student Attitude
Student Behavior
Student Reading Achievement X X

Reading-Related Skills X

TEACHER
Teacher Competency
Teacher Attitude
Teacher Behavior

PARENT/COMMUNITY
Parent/Community
Involvement
Parent Attitude

PROGRAM

Information Dissemination
Individualization of
InstruCtion
Innovations
Inservice Training
Additional Material 1s,
Services or Personnel

_

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Program Objectives
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under "Major Findings". The
reader uhould refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.
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2. Major Findit)_ks*

Major Area

STUDENT
Rey ozievement
ReadingRelated Skills
Social Skills
Attitude

,,,ImAs

TEACHER
CoMPetency
Attitude
Teacher-Student Relations
Teacher-Staff Relations

PARENT/COMMUNITY
Support
Involvement

PROGRAM

Success of Inservice Training
Program ?lexibility

Heiktukness of Technical .4.ssistance
Significant Changes in Reading
Approach
IndivAdualization of Instruction
Value of Assistance from
Aides Volunteers X

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS

'Sites may have indicated program puccess under "Major Findings" or
under "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data id theielf-evaluation.
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3. Program Recommendations

Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports
were categorized into the areas listed below. An "X" indicates that
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area.

0011411011. WO

..M.M1100M

0102=111MON.

More emphasis on reading..related skills

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude

More remedial help

Increased effort to involve parents/community

Increased school-parent communications

More staff training

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach

More emphasis on individualization of instruction

Expand program within school/school district

X More materials/equipment/personnel

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude

Improved evaluation techniques

Re-definition of needs

Improved communication with HEW

Continued funding

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS
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INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT

A. School

Schools 0510

Grades: lc -6

Characteristics A B' CDEP
1. Geographic Region

*States in this region are: Arizona, Arkansas California,
New Mexico, Oklahoma, Texas

2, Urban.Rural Index

Suburban RuralUrban

3. Student Population (Total School)

Te,tal Reported Enrollment 1,146
Total Students in Each Grade Level

Grade No. of Students Grade No. of Students
K 152 7

1 170 8

2 171 9

3 166 10

4 168 11

141
-

5 12

6 146 EMR 42

Student Ethnicity frotal School

American Indian
Asian
Black
Mexican American
Puerto Rican
White
Other

Percent

5



Right to Read Student Characterfstice

1. Amount of Time in Program% 1972-73 School Year
2. Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level

and Ethnic Breakdown

Total
No. of

Grade Students
K 152

Percent
American

Indian
Mexican Asian

Black American American

69 5

_170

171

75 4

77 6

166 72 6

168

'141

146

89 5

90 3

70

7

8

9

10

11

12

,-..-a



3. Reading Gains for 1972-73 School Year*
(see Vol. II, V, A for detailed report)

Grade Level
(includes only levels
for which data were
reported) Mean Gain Iv Month St. ))ev.

o

I
2 0.4 06
3 9.5 0 6
4

5 0.2 1. 1

6 0.5 0.9

Overall Mean Gain for School 0,4 0.8
(means adjusted for differing class sizes)
Name of Standardized
Test(s) Used

C. RighttoRead Teacher Characteristics

Total Number Reported

Age

No. Years Teaching Experience

Sex

Ethnicity
No.

Percent

No.
Percent

Cooperative Primary CTBS11..1.11.1.11.....,111,111.1=1
.........0.118*/....ftwo,eworrwma.

L 40
Mean

1 36 1

8 I

Male

77

Range
D2 -55L 1

1 1-27
Female

Mexican Puerto No
Amr Ind Asian Black Amer Rican White Other Indication

-17-67;111C
1

1'19 1

0 Degree

Area of
Degree

Sob Title

No.

No,

No.

BA or BS MA or MS PhD Other No Indication
27 8 1

Educ.
Human.. Fine

Soc ci ities Arts
No Indi.

Ph s Sci Math Other cation

Read
Spec

Reading Bi.lingu'al
Teacher Spec

Multi
Subject
32

Other
2

No
Indication

o Residential No,
Index

Inner City Urban Suburban Rural No Indication
L -5 1-1-

Total number of classes for which achievement data were report.ld:

83

22



Teacher Attitude Toward Right To Read Features
(figures indicate number of teachers responding) No Indica

tion or Not
-

Effectiveness 'Included
Excellent Good Ade uate Poor Ver Poor in Program

Parent Involve-
ment

In-service
Training

Reading
Specialist

Instructional
Materials

10

8 7 6
,Ilmprl/im=.1ws.IIplr!IdNilm-.IIM.IMieII.I1l.MVIV

2 16

19

18

13

Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing to
Teach in Right To Read Program next year:

Yes
Yes, if changes are made
Questionable
No

No Response
D. Identification of Project Director

District Reading Reading Classroom
Supt., Principal Specialist Teacher Teacher Other

No; of
Teachers:

ZZ'

11

6

No Title
Indicated
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Effectiveness of Right To Read Materials

Program Planning Procedure
(PPP)

Very Not No
Useful Useful Useful Indication

X

(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as
parent involvement, identification and prioritising of student
needs and objectives, identification (.:f basic reading approaches,
materials,and program organizations. Also supplied information
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program)

Ways in which PPP was used in program:

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No
and Planning Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities Eval. Indication

Status and Reporting Center
(S and RC)

Very Not No
Useful Useful Useful Indication

X

(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve-
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D. C.)

Ways in which S and RC was used:

Program Student/Teacher Task .Display ReferencePlanning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source

Forecast Infor ation No
Outcomes Diis mfnati n Indication



F. Technical Assistant Utilization

Rating of Helpfulness: Very
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

[ I

Not No

Technical Assistant Activities:

1. Program planning
r1

11.

2. Program, implementation 12.

101

3. Interpret Right to Read
planning materials

13.

14.
4. Work on the Unit Task Force

5. Develop Work Statement/ 15.

.woommo

Proposal
16.

6. Develop or identify
curriculum materials 17.

1.0110..11.

7. Needs assessment 18.

8. Diagnosis/prescription
..mwer

19.
9. Identify objectives

20.
1...

10. Staff development
41.011..11.1

Identify alternate approaches

Develop team teaching

Observe classes

Advise on parental
involvement

Recommend consultants

Budget planning

Evaluation

Liaison with Right to Read,
Washington, D. C.

Plan for 1973-74 program

No indication of activity
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G. Parent Involvement

Extent of
Involvement

Activities:

Hi h Medium Low No Indication

1.

2.

Unit Task Force

Program planning
9.

10,

Reading is Fundamental

PTA, open house, other
traditional meetings3. Program implementation

11. Supplementary activities4. Develop materials
12. Community relations5. Purchase/repair materials
13. Information dissemination

.I
6. Aides, tutors, volunteers

14. No indication
1

7. Advisory council 11Ple

8. Workshops, conferences
1ML 1
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H. Teacher Aides

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides
Worked in classrooms
Were paid
Were: Parent

Student teacher
Community organization member
High school student
Other

Average number of hours aides worked
per semester
Types of Activities Performed:
Tutoring stvients
Marking tests
Distributing materials
Working in small and large groups
Preparing materials
Liaison with parents and other outside personnel
Bus monitoring
Supervising recreational activities in or outside
class
Classroom maintenance
Supervising field trips
Other

Teacher rating of aides' effectiveness (figures' indicate number
of teachers reporting data)

Very Very
Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective

5
I 4 1 5
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1,

Program Characteristics

Inservice Training:

Individuals responsible for training:

Consultants
Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members
Project director
Reading specialist
Classroom teacher
No indication

Individuals trained:

Reading specialist/teacher
Classroom teachers
Other staff
Paraprofe ssionals
Parents
No indication

Training areas.

Learning theory
Student background and self
concept
Language development
Motor and perceptual skills
Right to Read Program
Diagnostic / prescriptive
approach

89

Instructional approach
Instructional materials
Teaching techniques
Classroom organization and
management
Evaluation
No indication

X

X

X



Training Methods:

Group or individual meetings, seminars, workshops,
conferences
School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom
observations
University courses
Video taping, audio-visuals, multi-media
No indication

2, Unit Task Force Activities

Planning Phase

fi Rating of helpfulness: Very Not No
Hel ful Hel ful 1-111 ful Indication

UTF Members:

Consultants
Administralors
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of meetings:
Very
Frequent Frequent

rInfreguent

90

No
Indication

X



Types of Activities:

Meet with TATs
Develop proposal or work
statement
Needs assessment
Develop diagnostic/prescriptive
approach
Identify objectives
Gather data
Complete PPP

Implementation Phase

11101M11.1.1.

Rating of Helpfulness:

UTF members:

. Develop materials
Inservice training
Budget
Information dissemination
Develop tests
Evaluation
No indication

Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

X

Consult4nts
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of Meetings:
Very
Fre uent

No
Frequent Infrequent Indication

X
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Types of Activities:

Meet with TATS /consultants
Develop criteria for student
selection or placement
Student diagnosis
Identify. tutors
Ins e r vice training
Develop community involvement
activities

Status and reporting activities
Record progress
Serve on special committees
Review program progress
Information dissemination
Evaluation
No indication

3. Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach:

Individualized prescription
Identification of student skill levels
Teacher observation
Contracts
Individualized instruction
Progress checklists
Testing
Review case histories
Staff conferences
Student/teacher conferences

Supplementary materials
Games, manipulatives
Audio- Visual, Multimedia
Commercially made programs
Student grouping
Special classes
Skill sessions
Field trips
Reading/language center
Reading specialist, tutors
Language experience approach
Basal text instruction
No indication

92.
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4.. Program Location:*

Reading is taught as a separate subject
Reading is taught indirectly
through other subject matter

Special assistance is provided outside the
classroom for students in special need of
reading help
No indication

5. Student/Teacher Organization:

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

89

57

59

Mean
Semester
Reported

Number of
Hours
per Class

Single teacher -- multi - subjects 249

Reading specialist (responsible for more
than one class) 48
Team teachers 24

Students doing cross-age teaching 7

Tutor-specialist
Tutor-aide
Other 11

No indication

6. Student Organization: Mean
Semester

Number
Hours

of

Reported per Class

Individualized reading instruction
Small groups (5 or fewer students)
Large groups (6 or more students)
No indication

25

15

87

"Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report
on each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported: 46
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7. Classroom Language (All Classes Combined):

Language of Instruction Native Language/ of Students
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking
Used) Language

Standard English
Non-Standard English
Spanish s
French
American Indian
language or dialect
Japanese
No indication

8. Reading Approach:

99%

1

Meaning emphasis
Code emphasis
Linguistics
Modified alphabet
Responsive environment
Programmed learning
Individualized reading
Language experience
Eclectic or teacher's own
Other
No indication

94

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class



9. T:-.chniques Used for Reading Instruction:

Machine - based programmed
instruction
Other programmed instruction
Gaming/simulation
Instructional TV
Interactive media
Intensive involvement
Discussion groups
Demonstration- performance
Lecture
Contracts
Use of supplementary materials
Other
No indication

95

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

4

1

1

0

0

16

68

2

1

12

20



10. Classroom Evaluation Procedures:

Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or
all students to determine individual reading needs.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for each student.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for the entire class.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward
reading for the entire class.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for each individual.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for the entire class.
Visible records are kept of class performance.

Records of each student's performance are kept
with respect to each objective.
Students are kept informed of their progress.

Students are involved in self-evaluation.

Parents are informed of students' progress.

No indication

11. Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: $60,000

96

Number of
Classrooms
in Which
Procedure
Used

34

30

41

27

25

28

27

27

44

26

45



J. MAJOR FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN
VAZVEt-rgri.- VALUATION

1. pi....21.11:LqaitslittLtalailac12fLAssimment

Project Objectives

STUDENT

Student Attitude
Student Behavior X X_
Student Readin: Achievement
Readin: Related Skills

TEACHER
Teacher Competency
Teacher Attitude
Teacher Behavior

PARENT /COMMUNITY

X X
Parent/Community
Involvement
Parent Attitude

_.

PROGRAM

Information Dissemination
Individualization of
Instruction
Innovations
Inservice Training
Additional Materials,
Services or Personnel - .

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Program Objectives
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under "Major Findings". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.
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Z. Major Findings,*

Major Area

4) ..N

t7 .N 1:7 6'w

.? t'
4 4) 4 :bINI $4, *,

b ,,,,c' 1"0 t. 41., AP' 44' .,?''..., , -4 0
v., 0 0

6449 b ''v.,

4 4'164 4
4.4. 6 ,wc' to

STUDENT
XReaditie.vr.ment

Readin. -Related Skills
Social Skills
Attitude

TEACHER
Competency
Attitude
Teacher-Student Relations
Teacher-Staff Relations

PARENT/COMMUNITY
Support
Involvement

PROGRAM

Success of Inservice Training
Program Flexibility
Helpfulness of Technical Assistance
Significant Changes in Reading
Approach
Individualization of Instruction
Value of Assistance from
Aides/Volunteers

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Major Findings" or
under "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data iri the self- evaluation.
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3. Program Recommendations

Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports
were categorized into the areas listed below. An "X" iniicates that
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area.

.01

More emphasis on reading-related skills

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude

X More remedial help

X Increased effort to involve parents/community

Increased school-parent communications

X More staff training

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach.1
X More emphasis on individualization of instruction

X Expand program within school/ school district

More materials/equipment/personnel11

il
Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude

Improved evaluation techniques

Re-definition of needs

Improved communication with HEW

Continued funding

SITE,
1
DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS
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,INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT

Grades:
0602

A. School Characteristics

1. Geographic Region
ABC DE*F

*States in this region are; Colorado, Kansas, Iowa, Missouri,
Minnesota, Montana, Nebraska, North Dakota, South Dakota,
Utah, Wisconsin, Wyoming

Urban-Rural Index=41111i.. "Imalfl.0ftwoomemmippw.....y.m..

Urban

Student Population (Total School)

Total Reported Enrollment 622
Total Students in Each Grade Level

Grade No. of Students th_....1142 No of Students
K

1

2

3

4

5

6

71 7

78 8
63 9

76 10
121 11

101 12

112

Student Ethnicity (Total School)
Percent

American Indian 0.4
Asian 0.5
Black 0.6
Mexican American 12

Puerto Rican
White
Other

10l

86.5



Right to Arad Student

I. Amount of Time in Program 1172.73 School Year
2, Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Leveland Ethnic Breakdown

Total
No. of

-Grade Students

Percent
American 1 Mexican Asian PuertoIndian Black American American Rican White Other

K

3

71

78

12

12

63

76

Isio..441.

L2

12

4
121

101

12

12

87

87

87

87

87

87

112 87

8

9

10

12

102



3. Claitto for 1972.73 School Year*
(k;v0 Vol, 11, A for clutailed report)

o Oratle Level
(inoludon only leveln
for which data were
eported) Mean Gain per Ivie»th St, Dev,

1

2 1.3 0.8
3 1.5 1,0
4 1.6 1.2
5 1.1

1.0

6 1.5 0,9,
Overall Mean Ga-in for School 1.4
(moans adjusted for differing class sizes)
Name of Standardized

SATTest(s) Used

C. Eiratts__)112.ad Teacher Characteristics
Total Number Reported

Age

No, 'Years Teaching .Experionce

Sex
t t

o Ethnicity
No.

Percent

No.
Percent

ia ,
Yv.(.1.1.40.41

Mean Ran c
1.22..o5+,=

Male Female

Mexican Puerto NoAmr Ind Asian Black Amer Rican White Other In.dicP.tion-1-
5

BA or BS MA or MS PhDDegree No. I-78 1 2

Human- One

Other No Indication1 1
No IndiArea of Educ Soc Sci itli Arts Ph nSci Math Other. cationDegree No.

1 F1. -T-1
Multi No

Subject Other Indication
19 1

Urban Suburban Rural No Indication

Job Title

Read
Spec

NO. L.
Inner Cit

Residential No.
Index

Reading
eacher

Bilingual
S ec

111111111.11111111111111111111111111M111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111

,=+..1..*
''`Total number of classes for which achievement data were reported: 18
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Teacher Attitude Toward Right To Read Feature's
(figures indicate number of teachers responding)

Effectiveness
Excellent Good Adetinate Pothor

No Indica-
tion or Not
Included
in Program.

Parent Involve-
ment 2 1 01 .1040

In-service
Training 17 3 1

Reading
Specialist 7 2 3......
Instructional
Materials 12 8 1

.1.110.111...omornolla

Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing to No; of
Teach in Right To Read Program next year: Teachers:

Yes 20
Yes, if changes are made
Questionable
No

No Response
D. Identification of Project Director

District
Supt.

Reading Reading Classroom
Principal Specialist Teacher Teacher

1

I
No Title

Other Indicated
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Effee jiylauLaLtattLo _r ReallAlleriaLt
Very

Program Planning Procedure Useful Useful Useful Indication

i x

Not No

(PPP)

(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as
parent involvement, identification and prioritizing of student
needs and, objectives, identification of basic reading approaches,
materials,and program organizations. Also supplied information
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program)

Ways in which PPP was used in program:

Structuring Identification A*. Identification Listing Ongoing No
and Planning Student/Teacher Needs 91.C)12jectives Priorities Eva', Indication

Very Not No
Status and Reporting Center Useful Useful Useful Indication,
(S and RC)

X,7......,1Irmalmswiln,+
(A document with charts guiding, the school in community involve-
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D.C.)

...,..W4ys in which S and RC was used

Program Student/Teacher Task Display. Reference
Planning Needs Assessment Assign/I:lents Program Progress Sourco

Forecast Information No
Outcomes brssemination Indication
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Technical Assistant Utilization

Rating of Helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

Technical Assistant Activities:

1. Program planning

2, Program implementation

3. Interpret Right to Read
planning materials

4. Work on the Unit Task Force

Develop Work Statement/
Proposal

Develop or identify
curriculum materials

. Needs assessment

Diagnosis/pre scription

9. Identify objectives

10. Staff development

11, Identify alternate approaches

12. Develop team teaching

13.: Observe classes

14. Advise on parental
involvement

15. Recommend consultants

16. Budget planning

17. Evaluation

18. Liaison with Right to Read,
Washington, D. C.

19. Plan for 1973-74 program

20. No indication of activity
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G. Parent Involvement

Extent of
Involvement

Activities:

High Medium Low No Indication

Unit Task Force 9. Reading is Fundamental
2. Program planning 10. PTA, open house, other

traditional meetings
3. Program implementation

11, Supplementary activities
4. Develop materials

12, Community relations
5. Purchase/repair materials

13. Information dissemination
6. Aides tutors, volunteers

14. No indication
7. Advisory council

8. Workshops, conferences
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H. Teacher Aides

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides
Worked in classrooms
Were paid
Were: Parent

Student teacher
Community organization member
High school student
Other

Average number of hours aides worked
per semester
Types of Activities Performed:
Tutoring students
Marking tests
Distributing materials
Working in small and large groups
Preparing materials
Liaison with parents and other outside personnel
Bus monitoring
Supervising recreational activities in or outside
class
Classroom maintenance
Supervising field trips
Other

92%

52%

56%

48%

24%

188

Teacher rating of aides' effectiveness (figural indicate number
of teachers reporting data)

Very Very
Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective

10 1 11 1 2
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I. 1219.1raraics
I. Inservice Training:

Individuals responsible for training:

Consultants
Technical Assistant Tearri (TAT) members
Project director
Reading specialist
Classroom teacher
No indication

Individuals trained:

Reading specialist/teacher
Classroom teachers
Other staff
Paraprofessionals
Parents
No indication

Training areas.

Learning,theory
Student background and self
concept
Language development
Motor and perceptual skills
Right to Read Program
Diagnostic/ prescriptive
approach

109

Instructional approach
Instructional materials
Teaching techniques,
Classroom organization and
management
Evaluation
No indication

X

X



Training Methods:

Group or individual meetings, seminars, workshops,
conferences
School visitations, demonstration teaching classroom
observations
University courses
Video taping, audio-visuals, multi-media
No indication

Unit Task Force Activities

Planning Phase

Rating of helpfulness; Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

r
UTF Members:

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of meetings:
Very No
Frequent Frequent Infrequent Indication

lX

110



Types of Activities:

Meet with TAT s

Develop proposal or work
statement n

Needs assessment
:Develop diagnostic/presc riptivo
approach
Identify objectives
(lather data
Complete PPP

Implementation Phase

Rating of Helpfulness:

UTF members:

Develop materials
Inservice training
Budget

Information dissemination
Develop tests
Evaluation
No indication

Very Not . No
Helpful

ff

Helpful Helpful Indication
I I X

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of Meetings:
Very
Frequent Frequent

111

Infrequent

X

No
Indication



Types of Activities:

Meet with TATs/consulta.nts
Develop criteria for student
selection or placement
Student diagnosis
Identify tutors
Ins e rvice training
Develop community involvement
activities

Status and reporting activities
Record progress
Serve on special committees
Review program progress
Information dissemination
Evaluation
No indication

3. Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach:

Individualized prescription
Identification of student skill levels
Teacher observation
Cont r/cts
Individualized instruction
Progress checklists
Testing
Review case histories
Staff conferences
Student/teacher conferences

X

X

X

Supplementary materials
Games, manipulatives
Audio-Visual, Multimedia
Commercially made programs
Student grouping
Special classes
Skill sessions
Field trips
Reading/language center
Reading specialist, tutors
Language experience approach
Basal text instruction
No indication
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4. Program Location:*

Reading is taught as a separate subject
Reading is taught indirectly
through other subject matter

Special assistance is provided outside the
classroom for stuclonts in special need of
reading help
No indication

5. Student/Teacher Organization:

Single teachermulti-subjects
Reading specialist (responsible for more
than one class)
Team teachers
Students doing cross-age teaching
Tutor-specialist
Tutor-aide
Other
No indication

6. Student Organization:

Individualized reading instruction
Small groups (5 or fewer students)
Large groups (6 or more students)
No indication

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

30

46
115

*Information on items four through teh was obtained by asking teachers to reporton each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported: 25
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Classroom Language (An Classes Combined)!

Language of Instruction Native Language of Students
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking

Standard English
NonStandard English
Spanish
French
American Indian
language or dialect
Japanese
No indication

Used) , Language

8, Reading Approach:

100%

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

Meaning emphasis 26
Code emphasis 22
Linguistics
Modified alphabet
Responsive environment
Programmed learning
Individualized reading 11

Language experience 34
Eclectic or teacher's own \- 49
Other 0

No indication
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9. Techniques Used for Reading Instruction:

Machine- based programmed
instruction
Other programmed instruction
Gaming/simulation
Instructional TV
Interactive media
Intensive involvement
Discussion groups
Demonstration- performance
Lecture
Contracts
Use of supplementary materials
Other
No indication

115

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported por Class



10. Classroom Evaluation Procedur5s:

Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or
all students to determine individual reading needs.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for each student.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for the entire class.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward
reading for the entire class.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for each individual.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for the entire class.
Visible records are kept of class performance.

Records of each student's performance are kept
with respect to each objective,
Students are kept informed of their progress.

Students are involved in self - evaluation,

Parents are informed of students' progress.

No indication

11. Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: 140 000
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Number of
Classrooms
in Which.
Procedure
Used

24

19

25

17

10

20

11

22

17

22

20

25



3. MAJOR FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN

1, Pvq.A1).0cHves Degree Accom?lisbment*

Project Objectives

STUDENT

Student Attitude
Student 'Behavior
Student Reading Achievement
Reading-Related Skills

TEACHER
Teacher Competency
Teacher Attitude
Teacher Behavior

PARENT /COMMUNITY
,

Pa r ent / C omm uni ty
Involvement
Parent Attitude

PROGRAM
Information Dissemination
Individualization of
Instruction
Innovations
Inservice Training
Additional Materials,
Services or Personnel . _

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Program Objectives
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under "Major Findings". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.

117



2. Major Findings*

Major Area

STUDENT
Reading Achievement
Reading-Related Skills
Social Skills
Attitude

TEACHER
Competency
Attitude
Teacher-Student Relations
Teacher-Staff Relations

PARENT/COMMUNITY
Support
Involvement

PROGRAM

Success of Inservice Training
Program Flexibility
Hel fulness of Technical Assistance
Significant Changes in Reading
Approach
Individualization of Instruction
Value of Assistance from
Aides/Volunteers

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Major Findings" or
under "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in theiiilf-eValuation.
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3. Program Recommendations

Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports
were categorized into the areas listed below. An "X" indicates that
the site made a reconunendat4on with regard to that particular area.

More emphasis on reading-related skills

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude

More remedial help

Increased effort to involve parents/community

Increased school-parent communications

X More staff training

X More emphasis on diagnostic prescriptive approach

More emphasis on individualization of instruction

X Expand program within school/school district

More materials/equipment/personnel

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude

Improved evaluation techniques

Re-definition of needs

Improved communication with HEW

Continued funding
1.0.1111.

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS
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School:

Grades:

INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT

0801

K -5

School C.haracteristici;

1. Geographic Region
D

*States in this region are D.C., Delaware, Illinois, Indiana,
Maryland, Michigan, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Virginia, West
Virginia

2, Urban-Rural Index

Urban Suburban Rural

3. Student Population (Total School)

Total Reported Enrollment 928
Total Students in Each Grade Level

Grade No. of Students Grade No of Students
K 109 7

1 153 0.,

2 143 9

3 174 10

4 176 11

5 173 12

6

Student Ethnicity (Total School)

American Indian
Asian
Black
Mexican American
Puerto Rican
White

Othe r

121

Percent

90

10



Right

.1. Amount of Time in Program 1972.73 School Year
2. Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level

and Ethnic Breakdown

Total
No. of

Grade Students

Percent
American

Indian
Mexican Asian

Black American American
Puerto
Rican White Other

K. 109 78
1 153

2 143

83

88

174 91

176 92

21

14

9

8

8

1

4

173 93

11

12

122



3. Reading Claim.; for 197?,73 Scheel 'Year*
(see Val II, V, A for &tailed report)

ci Grade Lorca
(includes only levels
for which data were
1..apcIrt ed) Menn Gain 2or Month St. Dev.

1 2.9 0.8
2 0.6 0.8
3 1. 1 1.2
4

5

6

e Overall Mean Gain for School
(means adjusted for differing class sizes)
Name of Standardized
Test(s) Used

1.6

. Right to Read Teacher Characteristics

e Total Number Reported

Age

No. Y

Sex

Teaching Experience

o Ethnicity
No.

Percent

Degree No.

Area of
Degree

Job Title

No.
Percent

Lee Clark; CTBS

1.3

Mean Ratae,
EarLi

-117:57:=
Male Female

12
3

Mexican Puerto No
Amr Ind Asian Black Amer Rican. White Other Indication

13
52

BA or BS MA or MS
I 21

PhD
....

Other No Indication

Htnan- Fine No Jndi.
Ethic Soc Sci itics Arts Ph sSci Math Other cationNo. rirM

Read Reading Bilingual

No.
S ec Teacher S ec

Inner City Urban Suburban Rural No Indication

Multi
Subject Other

22

No
Indication

Residential No, L__1
Index

*
Total number of classes for which achievement data were reported: Z8
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Of

Teacher Attitude Toward Right To Read Features
(figures indicate number of teachers responding) No Indica-

tion or NotEffectiveness 'Included
Excellent Good Ade uate Poor Ver Poor in Program

Parent Involve-
ment

In-service
Training

Reading
Specialist ,

Instructional
Materials

Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing to No of
Teach in Right To Read Program next- year: Teachers:

Yes
Yes, if changes are made
Questionable
No

No Response
Identification of Project Director

District Reading Reading Classroom No Title
Su I. Principal Specialist Teacher Teacher Other Indicated

..
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E. Effectiveness of Right To Read Materials
Very Not No.

Program Planning Procedure Useful Useful Useful Indication
(PPP)

(A document with .harts guiding the school in such areas as
parent involvement, identification and prioritizing of student
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches,
materials,and program organizations. Also supplied information
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program)

Ways in which PPP was used in program:

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No
and Plannin Student/Teacher Needs of Ob ectives Priorities Eval. Indication

Status and Reporting Center
(S wad RC)

Very Not No
Useful Useful Useful Indication

(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve-
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D.C.)

Ways in which S and RC was used:

Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference
Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source

Forecast Information No
Outcomes Ofssemlnation Indication
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Technical. Assistant Utilization

Rating of Helpfulness: Very
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

Not No

.---1

Technical Assistant

11P.MOIONP

Activities:

1. Program planning X 11. Identify alternate approaches

2. Program implementation 12. Develop team teaching

3. Jnterpret Right to Read
planning materials

43. Observe classes
0.11.00m

14. Advise on parental1.0.=11

4. Work on the Unit Task Force involvement

5. Develop Work Statement/ 15. Recommend consultants
Proposal

16. Budget planning
6. Develop or identify

curriculum materials 17. Evaluation
1.0.1110

7. Needs assessment 18. Liaison with Right to Read,
Washington, D. C.

8. Diagnosis /prescription
19. Plan for 1973.74 program

9. Identify objectives
20. No indication of activity

10. Staff development X
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Parent Involvement

Extent of
Involvement

Activitie et

1. Unit Task Force

2. Program planning

3. Program implementation

4. Develop materials

5. Purchase/repair materials

6. Aides, tutors volunteers

7. Advisory council

8. Workshops, conferences

127

High Medium Low No Indication

X

9. Readinfc is Fundamental

10. PTA, open house, other
traditional meetings

11. Supplementary activities

12. Community relations

13. Information dissemination

14. No indication



H. Teacher Aided

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides
Worked in classrooms
Were paid
Were: Parent

Student teacher
Community organization member
High school student
Other

Average number of hours aides worked
per semester
Types of Activities Performedl
Tutoring students
Marking tests
Distributing materials
Working in small and large groups
Preparing materials
Liaison with parents artd other outside personnel
Bus monitoring
Supervising recreational activities in or outside
class
Classroom maintenance
Supervising field trips
Other ..

25%

23%

18%

1 %

4%
8%
4%

106
1116.1.0.001

x

x

x
x

x

Teacher rating of aides' effectiveness (figures* indicate number
of teachers reporting data)

Very Very
Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective

1 16 1 9 I -1-'
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I. Program Characterstics

1. Inse rvice T raining:

Individuals responsible for training:

Consultants
Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members
Project director
Reading specialist
Classroom teacher
No indication

Individuals trained:

Reading specialist/teacher
Classroom teachers
Other staff
Paraprofe ssionals
Parents
No indication

Training areas.

Learning theory
Student background and self
concept
Language development
Motor and perceptual skills
Right to Read Program
Diagnostic/ prescriptive
approach

129

Instructional approach
Instructional materials
Teaching techniques
Classroom organization and
management
Evaluation
No indication

11011=4

X

X



Training Methods:

Group or individual meetings, seminars, workshops,
conferences
School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom
observations
University courses
Video taping, audio-visuals, multi-media
No indication

Unit Task Force Activities

Planning ase

11

Rating of helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

I X I

UTF Members:

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of meetings;
Very
Fre uent Fre uent Infre uent Indication

13
M

a

No
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Types of Activities:

Meet with TATs
Develop proposal or work
statement
Needs assessment
Develop diagnostic/prescriptive
approach
Identify objectives
Gather data
Complete PPP

Implementation Phase

Rating of Helpfulness:

UTF members:

Develop materials
Inservice training
Budget
Information dissemination
Develop testa
tvaluation
No indication

Un
U
UU
U

Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

I xi 1

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of Meetings:

U
11

U

Very
Frequent Frequent Infrequent

I I

131

No
Indication

X



Types of Activities;

Meet with TATs/consultants
Develop criteria for student
selection or placement
Student diagnosis
Identify tutors
Inservice training
Develop community involvement
activities

111

111

Status and reporting activities
Record progress
Serve on special committees
Review program progress
Information dissemination
Evaluation
No indication

3. Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach:

Individualized prescription
Identification of student skill levels
'reacher observation
Contracts
Individualized instruction
Progress checklists
Testing
Rt.iew case histories
Staff conferences
Student/teacher conferences

Supplementary materials
Games, manipulatives
Audio- Visual, Multimedia
Commercially made programs
Student grouping
Special classes
Skill sessions
Field trips
Reading/language center
Reading specialist, tutors
Language experience approach
Basal text instruction
No indication
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61.0.1110.0.0.1

IMO0.1.110.
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4. Program Locations*

Reading is taught as a separate subject
Reading is taught indirectly
through other subject matter

Special assistance is provided outside the
classroom for students in special need of
reading help
No indication

5. Student/Teacher Organization:

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

120

171

30

Mean
Semester
Reported

Number of
Hours
per Class

Single teacher - -multi-subjects 304
Reading specialist (responsible for more
than one class) 3
Team teachers 6
Students doing cross-age teaching 10
Tutor-specialist 2
Tutor-aide 60
Other 4
No indication

6. Student Organization: Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

Individualized reading instruction 84
Small groups (5 or fewer students) 37
Large groups (6 or more students) 92
No indication

Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report
on each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported: 65
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7. Classroom Language (All Classes Combined):

Language of Instruction Native Language of Students
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking
I,sed) Language

Standard English
Non-Standard English
Spanish
French
American Indian
language or dialect
Japanese
No indication

8. Reading Approach:

9 8 %

1.
11.

2

Meaning emphasis
Code emphasis
Linguistic s
Modified alphabet
Responsive environment
Programmed learning
Individualized reading
Language experience
Eclectic or teacher's own
Other
No indication

134

)

99%

1

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

24

34

22

1

9

67
4?

23



9. Techniques Used for Reading Instruction:

Machine- based programmed
instruction
Other programmed instruction
Gaming/ simulation
Instructional TV
Interactive media
Intensive involvement
Discussion 'groups
Demonstration- performance
Lecture
Contracts
Use of supplementary materials
Other
No indication

135

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

47

544/
7

3

18

20
10

1

32

1

41.



10. Classroom Evaluation Proceduresi

Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or
all stUdents to determine individual reading needs.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for each student.
The teacher, has formulated or, selected
specific objectives for the entire class.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuringattitudes toward reading.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward
reading for the entire class.
Performance of students is me.asured in
terms of objectives set for each individual.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for the entire class.
Visible records, are kept of class performance.

Records of each student's performance are kept
with respect to each objective.
Students are kept informed of their progress.

Students are involved in self-evaluation.

Parents are informed of students' progress,

No indication

11. Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: $40,000
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Number of
Classrooms

Which
Procedure
Used

23

25

23

23

13

23

19

25

24

25



MAJOR FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN
PROJECT SELt-EVALUATION

1. Project Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment

Project Objectives

STUDENT

Student Attitude
Student X

Student -Readin: Achievement
Readinpatelated Skills

....
X

TEACHER
Teacher Competency ,-

Teacher Attitude
-

Teacher Behavior
PARENT /COMMUNITY

X X
ParentiComMunity
Involvement
Parent Attitude X

PROGRAM
Information Dissemination
Individualization of
Instruction
Innovations

-

Inservice Training
Additional Materials,
Services or Personnel

. -.

.

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Program Objectives
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under "Major Findings". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.
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Major Area

STUDENT

XReading Achievement
Reading -Related Skills
Social Skills
Attitude

TEACHER
Competency
Attitude
Teacher-Studeint Relations
Teacher-Staff Relations

PARENT/COMMUNITY
XSupport

Involvement
,

PROGRAM

XSuccess of Inservice Training
Program Flexibility
Helpfulness of Technical Assistance
Significant Changes in Reading
Approach
Individualization of Instruction
Value of Assistance from
Aidei3/Volunteers X

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS

4,Sites may have indicated program success under "Major Findings" or
under "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data hi the self-evaluation.
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3. Program Recommendations

Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports
were categorized into the areas listed below. An "X" indicates that
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area.

More emphasis on reading-related skills
X Increased emphasis on improving student achievement

014 Increased emphasis on improving student attitude

More remedial help

X Increased effort to involve parents/community
Increased school-parent communications

X More staff training

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach
More emphasis on individualization of instruction
Expand program within school/school district
More materials/equipment/personnel.

61

.
Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude

Improved evaluation techniques

Re-definition of needs

Improved communication with HEW

Continued funding

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS
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INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT

School: 1001

Grades: 1 -?

A. School Characteristics

1. Geographic Rekion
A B D E

111111111111111111111111M10.

*States in this region are Alabama, Florida, Georgia,
Kentucky, Louisiana, Mississippi, North Carolina, South
Carolina, Tennessee

2. Urban-Rural Index

Urban Suburban

3. Student Population (Total School)

Total Reported Enrollment 810

Rural

Total Students in Each Grade Level

Grade No.of Students Grade No.of Students
It 7 94
1 133 8
2 135 9

3 124 10

4 112 11

5 95 12

6 117

Student Ethnicity (Total School)

American Indian
Asian
Black
Mexican American
Puerto Rican
White
Other

141

Percent

9

91



B. Right to Read Student Characteristics

1. Amount of Time in Program: 1972-73 School Year
2, Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level

and Ethnic Breakdown

Grade

Total Percent
No. of

Students
American

Indian Black
Mexican

American
Asian

American
Puerto
Rican White Other

K

1

2

133 5 95

135 7 93
3

124 7 93
4

112 10 90"
5

95 10 90
6 117 12 88

7 94 12 88

8

9

10

11

12
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Reading Chins. for 197Z-73 School Year*
(seo Vol. Ill VI A for detailed report)

to Grade Lava :44,
(includes only lovols
for which data wore
R.225rted) MUAII Cain pk.r Month

3

4

5

0.9

0.

1.0

Overall Mean Gain for School 0.9
(moans adjusted for differing class sixes)
Name of Standardized SAT Stanford DiaaletisTest(s) Used

St. Devi

0.6

0.7

. Right to Read Teacher Characteristics

Total Number Reported

Age
e' No. Years Teaching Experience

Sex

Ethnicity
No.

Percent

Degree No.

Area of
Degree No.

Job Title

No.
Percent

Cr=
Mean Ran
2Q 73 --22 .0

EED 1-17$
Male Female

I.

Mexican Puerto No
Amr Ind Asian Black Armor Rican White Other Indication

1 I

BA or BS MA or MS PhD Other No Indicktion
11

Human- Fine No Indi.
Educ Soc Sci ities Arts Ph s Sci Math Other cation
MIN WM=

Read Reading Bilingual Multi No
Sec Teacher rSpec

3

Sub Oct Other Indication
No. 9

Inner Cit Urban Suburban Rural No Indication
o Residential No. 3 r 9 II

Index

Total ntinA)era;la7----iesfor which achievement data were reported:
Does not include combined grades
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o Teacher Attitude Toward Right To Road Feature's
(figures indicate number of teachers responding)

Effectiveness

Parent Involve-
ment

In-service
Training

Reading
Specialist

Instructional
Materials

Excellent Good Adequate Poor Vory Poor

No Indica-
tion or Not
'Included
in Prottram

4 4

- ...we..

1

.. Wu! a.........

3

5 4 1

10 1 1

.........

10 1 1
domgr.

c, Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing to
Teach in Right To Read Program next year

Yes

Yes, if changes are made
Questionable
No

No Response
D. Identification of Project Director

District Reading Reading Classroom
Supt., Principal. Specialist Teacher Teacher

Director of County Schools Reading Center

144

No. of
Teachers:

1G
......1146

1

1

NJ Title
Other Indicated
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E. Effectiveness of Right To Read Materials
Very Not No

Program Planning Procedure Useful Useful Useful Indication
(PPP) X-1

(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as
parent involvement, identification and prioritizing of student
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches,
materials,and program organizations. Also supplied information
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program)

Ways in which PPP was used in program:

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No
and Plannin: Student/Teacher Needs of Ob ectives Priorities Eval. Indication

Status and Reporting Center
(S and RC)

Very Not No
Useful Useful Useful Indication

4101110,
X

(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve -
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D.C.)

Ways in which S and RC was used:

Program Student /Teacher Task Display Reference
Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source

X

Forecast Information No
Outcomes Ofssemfnation Indication
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F. Technical Assistant Utilization

Rating of Helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

1 X

Technical Assistant Activities:

1. Program planning X 11. Identify alternate approaches

2. Program implementation 12. Develop team teaching

3. Interpret Right to Read 13. Observe classes
planning materials

14. Advise on parental
4. Work on the Unit Task Force X involvement

5. Develop Work Statement/ 15. Recommend consultants
Proposal

16. Budget planning
6. Develop or identify

curriculum materials 1 ?. Evaluation

7. Needs assessment 18. Liaison with Right to Read,
Washington, D. C.

8. Diagnosis /prescription
19. Plan for 1973-74 program

9. Identify objectives
20. No indication of activity

10. Staff development
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Parent Involvement

Extent of
Involvement

Activities:

High Medium Low No Indication

i. Unit Task Force 9. Reading is Fundamental
2. Program planning 10. PTA, open house,

traditional meetings
other

3. Program implementation
11. Supplementary activities

4. Develop materials X
12. Community relations

5. Purchase/repair materials
13. Information dissemination

6. Aides, tutors, volunteers X
14. No indication

7. Advisory council

8. Workshops, conferences
Mom..mem
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H. Teacher Aides

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides
Worked in classrooms
Were paid
Were; Parent

Student teacher
Community organization member
High school student
Other

Average number of hours aides worked
per semester
Types of Activities Performed:
Tutoring students
Marking tests
Distributing materials
Working in small and large groups
Preparing materials
Liaison parents and other outside personnel
Bus monitoring
Supervising recreational activities in or outside
class
Classroom maintenance
Supervising field trips
Other

88%

JIM
79%

p1=0.111011111.1

76%

281

X

X

X

X

X

Teacher rating of aides' effectiveness (figurei indicate number
of teachers reporting data)

Very Very
Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective
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Program Characteristics

1. Inservice Training:

Individuals responsible for training:

Consultants

Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members
Project director
Reading specialist
Classroom teacher
No indication

Individuals trained:

Reading specialist/teacher
Classroom teachers
Other staff
Paraprofessionals
Parents
No indication

T raining areas

Learning theory
Student background and self
concept
Language development
Motor and perceptual skills
Right to Read Program
Diagnostic / prescriptive
approach

Instructional approach
Instructional materials
Teaching techniques
Classroom organization and
management
Evaluation
No indication

149
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Training Methods:

Group or individual meetings, seminars, workshops,
conferences
School visitations, demonstration teaching, claisroom
observazions
University courses
Video taping, audio-visuals, multi, media
No indication

Unit Task Force Activities

Planning Phase

111

Rating of helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

UTF Members:

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of meetings:
Very
Frec uent Fr,,quent

150

No
Infrequent Indication
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Types of Activities:

Meet with TATS
Develop proposal or work
statement
Needs assessment
Develop diagnostic/prescriptive
approach
Identify objectives
Ciathr data
Complete PPP

Implementation Phase

Rating of Helpfulness:

UTF members:

Develop materials
Inservice training
Budget
Information dissemination
Develop tests
Evaluation
No indication

Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Heliful Indication

x

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of Meetings:
Very
Frequent Frequent

No
Infrequent Indication

X
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Types of Activities:

Meet with TAT0/consultantS
Develop criteria for student
selection or placement
t.;iticlent diagnosis
Identify tutors
Inservice training
Develop community involvement
activities

Status and reporting activities
Record progress
Serve on special committees
Review program progress
Information dissemination
Evaluation
No indication

3. Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach:

Individualized prescription
Identification of student skill levels
Teacher observation
Contracts
Individualized instruction
Progress checklists
Testing
Review case histories
Staff conferences
Student /teacher conferences

X

X

Supplementary materials
Games, manipulatives
Audio. Visual, Multimedia
Commercially made programs
Student grouping
Special classes
Skill sessions
Field trips
Reading/language center
Reading specialist, tutors
Language experience approach
Basal text instruction
No indication
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4. Program Location:*

Reading is taught as a separate subject
Reading is taught indirectly
through other subject matter

Special assistance is provided outside the
classroom for students in special need of
reading help
No indication

5. Studant/Teacher Organization:

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

182

318

75

Mean
Semester
Reported

Number of
Hours
per Class

Single teacher -- multi- subjects 272
Reading specialist (responsible for more
than one class) 34
Team teachers 45
Students doing cross-age teaching 0

Tutor-specialist 110
Tutor-aide 25
Other
No indication

6. Student Organization: Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class10

Individualized reading instruction 48
Small groups (5 or fewer students) 25_

Large groups (6 or more students) 219
No indication

*Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report
on each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported: 17

153



7. Classroom Language (All Classes Combined):

Language of Instruction Native Language of Students
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking
Used) Language

Standard English
Non-Standard English
Spanish
French
American Indian
language or dialect
Japanese
No indication

8. 11-aiing Approach:

100%

Meaning emphasis
Code emphasis
Linguistics
Modified alphabet
Responsive environment
Programmed learning
Individualized reading
Language experience
Eclectic or teacher's own
Other
No indication

154

97%

2

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

62

8

33

1

22

14

37

24
45



9. Techniques Used for Reading Instruction:

Machine - based programmed
instruction
Other programmed instruction
Gaming/simulation
Instructional TV
Interactive media
Intensive involvement
Discussion groups
Demonstration- performance
Lecture
Contracts
Use of supplementary materials
Other
No indication

155

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

3

8

5

10

30

35

17

1

90



10. Classroom Evaluation ProcedUres:

Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or
all students to determine individual reading needs.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for each student.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for the entire class.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward
reading for the entire class.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for each individual.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for the entire class.
Visible records are kept of class performance.

Records of each student's performance are kept
with respect to each objective.
Students are kept informed of their progress.

Students are involved in self-evaluation.

Parents are informed of students' progress.

No indication

11. Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: $50, 000
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Number of
ClassrooMs
in Which
Procedure
Used

16

13

13

6

13

12

13

10

l6

13

15



MA OR FINDINGS AND RECOM NDATIONS REPORTED IN

1 Protect Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment

Project Objectives

STUDENT

Student Attitude
Stdei....4...:1tildtavior

Stticlent.ikeading Achievement
ReadingRelated Skills .

TEACHER

X X _Teacher Competency
Teacher Attitude
Teacher Behavior

PARENT /COMMUNITY
Parent/Community
Involvement
Parent Attitude

PROGRAM

Information Dissemination
Individualization of
Instruction
Innovations
Inservice Training x
Additional Materials,
Services or Personnel

.....y

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Program Objectives
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under "Major Findings". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.
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Major Finding 041

Major Area

STUDENT
Reading Achievement
Rekding-Related Skills
Social Skills
Attitude

TEACHER
Competency_

Attitude
Teacher-Student Relations
Teacher-Staff Relations

PARENT/COMMUNITY
Suppoit
Involvement

PROGRAM
Success of Inservice Training
Program Flexibility
Helpfulness of Technical Assistance
Significant Changes in Reading
Approach
Individualization of Instruction
Value of Assistance from
Aides/Volunteers

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINC:

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Major Findings" or
under "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.
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3. Program

Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports
were categorized into the areas listed below, An "X" indicates that
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area,

011111101111M

11.0111M11111

0010.

11111.

110.11.

011.1.1111

Morn emphaiiis on reading- related skills

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude

More rrmedial help

Increased effort to involve parents/community

Increased school-parent communications

More staff training

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach

More emphasis on individualization of instruction

Expand program within school/ school district

More materials/equipment/ personnel

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude

Improved evaluation techniques

Re-definition of needs

Improved communication with HEW

Continued funding

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS
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School; 1301



School%

Oradost

INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT

1301

1 la

A, School Characteristics

ABCDE-F*1, Geographic IC=*States in this region &Tel Alaska Idaho, Guam, Nevada,Oregon, Washington

Urban -Rural Index

Urban Suburban Rural

Stud_tat School)School
Total Reported Enrollment 046
Total Students in Each Grade Levet
Grado No of Students Grade No of Students

X
7 537

1 437 8 517
2 475 9 588,
3 433 10 536
4 469 11 464
5 533 12 426
6 511 Spec Ed. 100

Student Ethnisits_ial School)

Ameritan Indian
Asian
Black

Mexican American
Puerto Rican
White
Other

161

Percent
2

1

1=111111111.11



to. Read Sttji.......,.....,...LtLitClaracteristics

Arnoutit of Time in Programi 1972.73 School Year
2, Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level

and Ethnic Breakdown

Total
No, of

Students

150

437

American
Indian

4

Percent
Mexican Asian Puerto

Black American American Rican White Other

98

95

6

7

9

10

11

12

110 100

.4.1.14144r..m...11114..... 4.111.41;



Reading Gaitu, for /972. 73 f;choul Year*
kee Vol, 1I Vi A for detailed ropoi)

Grad° Level
(includes only love's
for which data wore
iaparted)

1

2

3

4

5

10

Mem) C111111E92. Month St, Dee,

1.2

0.5

. Overall Moan Cain for School 1.
(moans adjusted for differing class sizes)

o Name of Standardized SATTest(s) Used

C, Right to Read Teacher Characteristics

o Total Number Reported
Mean

Ago F-37?-3
No. Years Teaching Experience 1r.:1

Male

1.1

1,1

Sex No,
Percent

Ran

ffel2alo

Mexican Puerto No
Ethnicity Amr Ind Asian Black Amer Rican White Other Indication

No. a 1 53
Percent 2 88

BA or BS
Degree No. lbt 1 i 1_

01.111.......

MA. or MS PhD Other No Indication

Area of
Degree No,

Human. fine
Educ Soc Sci ides Arts Ph sSci

No in&
Math Other cation

I
Read
S cc

o Job Title No.

Reading Bilingual Multi
Teacher S )0c. Subject

52

No
Other Indication

Inner Cit
o Residential No,

Index

Urban Suburban Rural No Indication
7 9 1 1

Total number of classes for which achievement data were reported: 19
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s Teacher Attitude Toward Right To Read Features
(figures indicate number of teachers responding) No Indica.

Hon or NotEffectivenesr. 'Included

Parent Involve.
mont

In.service
;Training

-Reading
Spocial.ist

Instructional
Materials

Excellent Goo.clAcyauate

10

34

5hoorm L

fir L7 10

Poor Vol* Poor in Procam!
40

Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing to
Teach in Right To Read Program next year:

Yes
Yes, if changes are made
Questionable
No

No Response
Identification of Project Director

District Reading Reading Classroom No Title
Supt Princi al S ocialist Teacher Teacher Other Indicated

No; of
Teachers:

6

1



E. Effectiveness of Right
Very Not No

Program Planning Procedure Useful Useful Useful Indication
(PPP)

(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as
parent involvement, identification and prioritizing of student
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches,
materials,and program organizations. Also supplied information
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program}

Ways in which PPP was used in program:

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No
and Plannin Student/Teacher Needs of Ob ectives Prioritie4 Eval, Indication

Statits and Re
(S aad RC)

Very
rting Center Useful Useful Useful Indication

Not No

X

(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve-
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D. C.)

Ways in which S and RC was used

Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference
Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source

Forecast Information No
Outcomes seranaticn Indication

X
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Technical Assistant Utilization

Rating of Helpfulness; Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

Technical Assistant Activities:

1. Program planning

2, Program implementation

3. Interpret Right to Read
planning materials

4. Work on the Unit Task Force

5. Develop Work Statement/
Proposal

Develop or identify
curriculum materials

7, Needs assessment

8. Diagnosis/prescription

9, Identify objectives

10. Staff development

11. Identify alternate approaches

12. Develop team teaching

13. Observe classes

14. Advise on parental
involvement

15. Recommend consultants

16. Budget planning

17. Evaluation

18. Liaison with Right to Read,
Washington, D. C,

19. Plan for 1973.74 program

20. No indication of activity
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C. Parent Involvement

Extent of
Involvement

Activities:

1. Unit Task Force

2. Program planning

3. Program implementation

4. Develop materials

5. Purchase/repair materials
6. Aides, tutors, volunteers

7, Advisory council

8. Workshops, conferences

1111

1111

167

High Medium Low No Indication

9. Reading is Fundamental

10. PTA, open house, other
traditional meetings

11. Supplementary activities

12. Community relations

13, Information dissemination

14. No indication



H. Teacher Aides

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides
Worked in classrooms
Were paid
Were: Parent

Student teacher
Community organization member
High school student
Other

Average number of hours aides worked
per semester
Types of Activities Performed:
Tutoring students
Marking tests
Distributing materials
Working in small and large groups
Preparing materials
Liaison with parents and other outside personnel
Bus monitoring
Supervising recreational activities in or outside
class
Classroom maintenance
Supervising field trips
Other

Teacher rating of aides' effectiveness (figure' indicate number
of teachers reporting data)

Very Very
Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective

10 1 35 1 3
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Program Characteristics,

1. Inservice Training:

Individuals responsible for training:

Consultants
Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members
Project director
Reading specialist
Classroom teacher
No indication

Individuals trained:

Reading specialist /teacher
Classroom teachers
Other staff
Paraprofessionals
Parents
No indication

110

X

41111111.11.101111.

Training areas.

Learning theory Instructional approach X

Student background and self Instructional materials
1.01.11.1.1

concept Teaching techniques X
Language development
Motor and perceptual skills

Classroom organization and
management

.1.1111.0EM1

Right to Read Program Evaluation r=1
Diagnostic/ prescriptive No indication
approach X
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Training Methods:

Group or individual meetings, seminars, workshops,
conferences
School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom
observations
University courses
Video taping, audio-visuals, multi-media
No indication

2, Unit Task Force Activities

Planning Phase

Rating of helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

UTF Members:

Frequency of meetings:

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Very
Frequent

170

Frequent Infrequent
No
Indication

X



Types of Activities:

Meet with TATS
Develop proposal or work
statement
Needs assessment
Develop diagnostic/prescriptive
approach
Identify objectives
Gather data
Complete PPP

Implementation Phase

Rating of Helpfulness:

UTF members:

Develop materials
Inservice training
Budget
Information dissemination
Develop tests
Evaluation
No indication

Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

1.

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indi ation

Frequency of Meetings:
Very
Frequent Frequent Infrequent

No
Indication

X



Types of Activities:

Meet with TATs/consultants
Develop criteria for student
selection or placement
Student diagnosis
Identify tutors
Inservice training
Develop community involvement
activities

Status and reporting activities
Record progress
Serve on special committees
Review program progress
Information dissemination
Evaluation
No indication

3. Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach:

Individualized prescription
Identification of student skill levels
Teacher observation
Contracts
Individualized instruction
Progress checklists
Testing
Re kw case histories
Staff conferences
Student /teacher conferences

r.

172

Supplementary materials
Games, manipulatives
Audio- Visual, Multimedia
Commercially made programs
Student grouping
Special classes
Skill sessions
Field trips
Reading/language center
Reading specialist, tutors
Language experience approach
Basal text instruction
No indication

U
U



4. Program Location:*

Reading is taught as a separate subject
Reading is taught indirectly
through other subject matter

Special assistance is provided outside the
classroom for students in special need of
reading help
No indication

5. Student/Teacher Organization:

Single teacher -- multi- subjects
Reading specialist (responsible for more
than one class)
Team teachers
Students doing cross-age teaching
Tutor-specialist
Tutor -aide
Other
No indication

6. Student Organization:

1.4tflel;.etrt tttt4fVet
Small groups {5 or fewer studen,ts)
Large groups (6 or more students)
No indication

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

81

116

14

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

387

a

38

9

43

5

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

*Information on items four through tea was obtained by asking teachers to report
on each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported: 48
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1. Classroom Language (All Classes Combined):

Language of Instruction Native Language of Students
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking
Used) Language

Standard English
Non-Standard English
Spanish
French
American Indian
language or dialect
Japanese
No indication

8. Reading Approach:

100%

10.

1.111101

Meaning emphasis
Code emphasis
Linguistics
Modified alphabet
Responsive environment
Programmed learning
Individualized reading
Language experience
Eclectic or teacher's own
O'her
No indication

)

97%
1

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

12

0

6
44

8

12



Techniques Used for Reading Instruction:

Machine- based programmed
instruction
Other programmed instruction
Gaming /simulation
Inctructional TV
Interactive media
Intensive involvement
Discussion groups
Demonstration- performance
Lecture
Contracts
Use of supplementary materials
Other
No indication

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

4

12

1

1

24

16

18

35

5



10. Classroom Evaluation Procedures:
Number of
Classrooms
in Which
Procedure
Used

Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or
all students to determine individual reading needs. 39

The teacher has formulated or selected 33specific objectives for each student.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for the entire class. 45

The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading. 38

The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward
reading for the entire class. 30

Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for each individual.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for the entire class,
Visible records are kept of class performance.

Records of each student's performance are kept
with respect to each objective.
Students are kept informed of their progress.

Students are involved in self-evaluation.

Parents are informed of students' progress.

No indication

11. Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: $40,000
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37

37

31

47

45
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MA OR PINDIN S AND ECO NDATrNS REPORTED IN

gzoitsisajpitypi_Aaciaam Acconment

Project Objectives
iannliMioplwmpiWwww*.4~11.

.

STUDENT,1.1,0411.40.10.1r..

.01e0 0.

Student Attitude
Student Behavior
Student Reading Achievement
Reading.Related Skills

TEACHER
Teacher Competency
Teacher Attitude
Teacher Behavior

PARE.NTJCOMMUNITY
Parent /Community
Involvement
Parent Attitude

ritOGRAM

Information .Dissemination
Individualization of
Instruction
Innovations
Inservice Training
Additional Materials,
Services or Personnel X

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Ptogram Objectives
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under "Major Findings". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation,
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Major Findings*

Major Area

STUDENT11b..........1
Reading A.0 h te V e Melm

Readinjt-Related Skills
Social Skills

...___
Attitude

TEACHER
,__SstrapAtitscy___________________________

Attitude
Teacher-Student Relations
Teacher-Staff Relations

PARENT/COMMUNITY
Support
Involvement

PROGRAM

Success of Inservice Training
Program Flexibility
Helpfulness of Technical Assistance
Significant hanger in Reading
Approach
Individuali stion of Instruction
Value of Assistance fromAides/Volunteers

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Major Findings' orunder "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment", Thereader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding ofhOw successful the program was according to data the"ielf-eValuation.



3, Program Recommendations

Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports
were categorized into the areas listed below, An "X" indicates that
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area,

More emphasis on reading-related skills

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude

More remedial help

Increased effort to involve parents/community

Increased school-parent communications

More staff training

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach

More emphasis on individualization of instruction

Expand program within schoolb,chool district

More materials/equipment/personnel

Increased emphasis on Jm:,oving teacher competency

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude

Improved evaluation techniques

Re-definition of n eds

Improved COMMli ication with HEW

Continued funding

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECC_AMENDATIONS
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School: 1501



School:
Grades:

INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT

1501

K-6

School Characteristics

1. Geographic Rejion
134`CDEF

1111111112111111111111111111111111111

*States in this region are= D.C., Delaware Illinois, Indiana,
Mary Michigan, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Virginia, West
Virginig

. Urban-Rural Index

Urban
I X

Suburban Rural

3. Student Population (Total School)

Total Reported Enrollment 763
Total Students in Each Grade Level

Grade No. of Students
K 103

1 96
2 98
3 139

4 97

5 120

6 110

Grade No. of Students
7

8

9

10

11

12

Student Ethnicity (Total School)
Percent

American Indian
Asian
Black 42
Mexican American 30
Puerto Rican 18

White 10

Other
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,Rightto,Read Student Characteristics

I. Amount of Time in Programs 1972-73 School Year
Z. 'Number, of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level

and Ethnic Breakdown

Grade

Total Percent
No., of

Students
American

Indian Black
Mexican

American
Asian

American
Puerto
Rican White Other

103 36 45 6 13 1

1 96 38 46 6 9

2 98 35 45 10 10

3 139 41 42 4 ll

4

5

6
0=1.11

7

8

9

10

11

12



llc.utding Claims for 1972 -73 Sehoe1 Year*(bee Vol, He V, A for detailed report)
O ,arado Levu"

(includes only levels
for which data were
re 911.0(l)

ps: 1' 11401/t1) St, Dev,
1

op.M

-11.111.060.0..m. 0.+
0.60,6

3
110.. 0.7 0.5

*so.4

5

6 .
Overall. Mean Gain for School , 13.7.(means acl,iusted for differing class sizes)

o Name of Standardized
Test(s) Used

2101122seza'caohor Character.Characteristics
o Total Number Reported

Age

No. Years Teaching Experience

Sex

Ethnicity
No,

Percent

Degree No,

Area of
Degree

Job Title

Residential
Index

N

No,
Percent

SAT

...1.6.00 V.

Mean Ilan ,o

=DI L
Male 1.;'emale

E

Mexican Puerto NoAmr Ind Asian Black Amer Rican White Other Indication

0,5

...,........ v.:m*1mo". *......re7
6 53

BA or BS MA or MS PhD Other No Indleatien
5- 1 12

/lumen- Vine No Indi.£duc See Sci ities Arts Phys Set Math Other cation
Road Readin 13ilingual Multi NoSpec Teach :r Spec Subject Other Indicati 011

ner Cit Urban Rural No Indicationr
I

4 -.1.-Suburban==a...L
,4 4.,-10t41. number of clauses for \\omen achievement data wore reported;



Teacher Attitude Toward Right To Read Feature's
(figures indicate number of teachers responding) No Indica-

tion or NotEffectiveness 'Included

Parent Involve-
ment

In-service
Training

Reading
Specialist

Instructional
Materials

Excellent Good Ade( uate Poor Very Poor in Program.....................,

4

.erro......4.........ftpar.0.6...y4.-0...a..I.

5

6 7

-
4

1 9 3 4

9 6 1 1

Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing to
Teach in Right To Read Program next year

Yes
Yes, if changes are made
Questionable
No

No Response
D. Identification of Project Director

District
Suy t. Principal Specialist Teacher Teacher

Reading Reading Classroom

No; of
Teachers:

Other
No Title
Indicated



E. Effectiveness of Right To Read Materials
Very

Program Planning Procedure Useful
(PPP)

Useful
Not No
Useful Indication

(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as
parent involvement, identification and prioritizing of student
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches,
materials,and program organizations. Also supplied information
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program)

Ways in which PPP was used in program:

Structuring Identification of
and Planning Student/Teacher Needs

X

Priorities
Ongoing

Indication
NoIdentification Listing

of Objectives

Status and Reporting Center
(S and RC)

Very Not No
Useful Useful Useful Indication

X

(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve-
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding
schbols and Right to Read, Washington, D, C.)

Ways in which 5 and RC was used:

Program Student /Teacher Task
Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source

Display Refe rence

Forecast Information No
Outcomes Dissemination Indication
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F. Technical Assistant Utilization

Rating of Helpfulness: Very
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

Not No

Technical Assistant Activities:

X

1. Program planning 11. Identify alternate approaches

2. Program implementation 12. Develop team teaching

3. Interpret Right to Read
planning materials

13. Observe classes

14. Advise on parental
4. Work on the Unit Task Force involvement

5. Develop Work Statement/ 15. Recommend consultants
Proposal

6. Develop or identify
16. Budget planning 1

curriculum materials 17. Evaluation

7. Needs assessment 18. Liaison with Right to Read,
Washington, D. C.

8. Diagnosis/prescription
19. Plan for 1973-74 program

9. Identify objectives
20. No indication of activity

10. Staff development
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G. Parent Involvement

Extent of
Involvement

Activities:

High Medium Low No Indication

1.

2.

Unit Task Force

Program planning

9.

10.

Reading is Fundamental

PTA, open house, other
traditional meetings

3. Program implementation
11. Supplementary activities

4. Develop materials
12. Community relations

5. PuTchase /repair materials
i 3. Information dissemination

6. Aides, tutors, volunteers
14. No indication

0.111

7. Advisory council

8. Workshops, conferences
.

X4.0

187
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H, Teacher Aides

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides
Worked in classrooms
Were paid
Were: Parent

Student teacher
Community organization member
High school student
Other

Average number of hours aides worked
per semester
Types of Activities Performed:
Tutoring students
Marking tests
Distributing materials
Working in small and large groups
Preparing materials
Liaison with parents and other outside personnel
Bus monitoring
Supervising recreational activities in or outside
class
Classroom maintenance
Supervising field trips
Other

1000/4

56%

61%,

1111.1.

44%

22%,

231

X

X

X

X

X

X

p.

x

X

Teacher rating of aides' effectivenees (figures indicate number
of teachers reporting data)

Very Very
Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective

I 5 1 13
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I. Program Characteristics

1. Inservice Training:

Individuals responsible for training:

Consultants
Technical Assistant Team (TAT)
Project director
Reading specialist
Classroom teacher
No indication

Individuals trained:

Reading specialist/teacher
Classroom teachers
Other staff
Paraprofessionals
Parents
No indication

members

X

Training areas

Learning theory
Student background and self
concept
Language development
Motor and perceptual skills
Right to Read Program
Diagnostic/ prescriptive
approach

Instructional approach
Instructional materials
Teaching techniques
Classroom organizeion and
management
Evaluation
No indication

X

X_

x 4.
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Training Methoas:

Group or individual meetings, seminars, workshops,
conferences
School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom
observations
University courses
Video taping, audio-visuals, multi-media
No indication

2. Unit Task Force Activities

Planning Phase

Rating of helpfulness:

UTF Members:

Very
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

Not Na

X

W14

.00/4.1111M.

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of meetings:
Very
rrequent

190

Frequent Infrequent

I

No
Indication

X



Types of Activities:

Meet with TATs
Develop proposal or work
statement
Needs assessment
Develop diagnostic /pre sc riptive
approach
Identify objectives
Gather data
Complete PPP

Implementation Phase

Rating of Helpfulness:

UTF members:

Develop materials
Inservice training
Budget

Information dissemination
Develop tests
Evaluation
No indication

Very
Hel ful Hel ful Hel ful Indication

Not No

X

X

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of Meetings:

X

X

X

Very No
Frequent Frequent Infrequent indication

X
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Types of Activities:

Meet with TATS /consultants
Develop criteria for student
selection or placement
Student diagnosis
Identify tutors
Inservice training
Develop community involvement
activities

J

,,,y111

X

Status and reporting activities
Record progress
Serve on special committees
Review program progress
Information dissemination
Evaluation
No indication

Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach:

Individualized prescription
Identification of student skill levels
Teacher observation

'Contracts
Individualized instruction
Progress checklists
Testing
ReNiew case histories
Staff conferences
Student/teacher conferences

192

Supplementary materials
Games, manipulatives
Audio- Visual, Multimedia
Commercially made programs
Student grouping
Special classes
Skill sessions
Field trips
Reading/language center
Reading specialist, tutors
Language experience approach
Basal text instruction
No indication

X



4. Program Location:):4

Reading is taught as a separate subject
Reading is taught indirectly
through other subject matter

Special assistance is provided outside the
classroom for students in special need of
reading help
No indication

5. Student/Teacher Organization;

Single teachermulti-subjects
Reading specialist (responsible for more
than one class)
Team teachers
Students doing cross-age teaching
Tutor-specialist
Tutor-aide
Other
No indication

6. Student Organization:

Individualized reading instruction
Small groups (5 or fewer students)
Large groups (6 or more students)
No indication

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

167

135

10

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

274

0

65

1

1

1

0

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

7

37

18$1.

'Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report
on each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported: 18
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7. Classroom Language (All Classes Combined):

Language of Instruction Native Language of Students
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking
Used) Language

Standard English
Non-Standard English
Spanish
Frenct
American Indian
language or dialect
Japanese
No indication

8. Reading Approach:

Meaning emphasis
Code emphasis
Linguistics
Modified alphabet
Responsive environment
Programmed learning
Individualized reading
Language experience
Eclectic or teacher's own
Other
No indication

194

I

87%

10

3

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

116

32

26

0

7

7

12

86

26

0



9. Techniques Used for Reading Instruction:

Machine - based programmed
instruction
Other programmed instruction
Gaming/simulation
Instructional TV
Interactive media,
Intensive involvement
Discussion' groups
Demonstration- performance
Lecture
Contracts
Use of supplementary materials
Other
No indication

195

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

15

12

4

0

3

9

39
74

46

0

38

0



10. Classroom Evaluation Procedures:

Diagnostic reading test are used with most or
all students to determine individual reading needs.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives .for each student.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for the entire class.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward
reading for the entire class.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for each individual.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for the entire class.
Visible records are kept of class performance.

Records of each student's performance are kept
with respect to each objective.
Students are kept informed of their progress.

Students are involved in self-evaluation.

Parents are informed of students' progress.

No indication

11. Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: $30,000
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Number of
Class rooms
in Which
Procedure
Used

18

16

18

5

14

13

8

17

16

14

17



0 MOS Iy RE'C MMENDATIONS REPORTED

Pt,..211240.1112;ditteis.q.... lishpent *

Project Objectives

Degree
Acco2411shtnEintf :4

tY 440

le? a"f
t 4, e

1' 4' ofej
0.44 eti

b ,z.
c, ., _

STUDENT

X XStudent Attitude
Student Behavior
Student Reading_ AchievementA____

X _Xitiading-Related Skills
TEACHER.
leacher Coi:nc
Teacher Attitude
Teacher Behavior

PARENT /COMMUNITY
Parent/Community
Involvement
Parent Attitude

prooRAM
Information Dissemination
individualization of
Instruction
Innovations .

Inservice Trainin
Additional Materials,
Services or Personnel

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Program Objectives
and Degree otAccomplishment" or under "Major Findings" The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.
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Z. otectin -8*

Major Area

STUDENT

Reading Achievement
Readingaled Skills
Social Skills

x

Attitude
TEACHER

Competency
Attitude

x

Teac er-Student Relations
li
x 1

Teacher-Staff Relations

PARENT/COMMUNITY
Support
Involvement

PROGRAM

Success of Inservice Training
Program Flexibility
Helpfulness of Technical Assistance
Significant Changes in Reading
Approach

x

Individualization of Instruction
Value of Assistance from
Aides/Volunteers

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS

,Sites may have indicated program success under "Major Findings" or
under "Program Objectives and Degree of AccomplishMent". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.
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3. Program Recommendations

Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports
were categorized into the areas listed below. An "X" indicates that
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area.

opMONI.O

11

10

More emphasis on reading-related skills

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude

More remedial help

Increased effort to involve parents/community

Increased school-parent communications

More staff training

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach

More emphasis on individualization of instruction

Expand program within school/school district

More materials/equipment/personnel

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude

Improved evaluation techniques

Re-definition of needs

Improved communication with HEW

X Continued funding

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS
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Schools 1502



INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT

School: 1502

Grades: K-8

A. School Characteristics

1. Geographic Region
A VE: C F

*States in this region are: D.C., Delaware, Illinois Indiana,Maryland, Michigan, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Virginia, WestVirginia

2. Urban-Rural Index

Urban Suburban Rural

3. Student Population (Total School)

Total Reported Enrollment 823
Total Students in Each Grade Level

Grade No. of Students Grade No. of Students
K 69 7 112
1 72 8 106
2 86 9
3 73 10
4 1176

111...0. .

5 77 12

6 66 Spec Ed 86

Student Ethnicity (Total School)

Amorican Indian
Asian
Black
Mexican American
Puerto Rican
White
Other

201

Percent

35

65



Right 12_822ciaticleaIt Characteristics

1. Amount of Time in Program; 1972-73 School 'Year
2. Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level

and Ethnic Breakdown

Total-
No. of American

0 ado Students Indian

Percent

Black
Mexican

American
Asian

American
Puerto
Rican White Other

K

I 1 30

_ 2

3

34

53

37 63

31 33 67
4

37 45 55
5

28

6,
32

33

38

67

62
7

39 21 79
8

52

9

37 63
1

10

11

12

pec E4 86
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3, Reading Gains for 19'0,73 Scheel. Year*
(Geo 11) A for detailed report):

Grade Level
(incindes. only levels
for which data Were
reaorted)

.111-410.
Mean Colin per Monti) St, Dev.

1.2 1.5

1 3.0 3.3
z 0.6 0.5

0.73 1.0
4 0.7.1......, 0.8

0.8 0.61.5 1.1 5

0,9
6 .Z

Overall Mean Gain for School 1.0
(means adjusted for differing class sizes)

o Name of Standardized
Test(s) Used

. Right to Read Teacher Characteristics

o Total Number Reported

Ago

No, Yearn

o Sex

Teaching Experience

e Ethnicity
No,

Percent

Degree

No.
Percent

Gates MacGinitie111001.101111110 41101 a*. ,..0.1/0 .1..

La_ j
Mean

F13-1

LE
Mexican

Amr Ind Asian Black Amer

wawas,......m.air.

Rane:e
EFE:75-5-:

Female

Puerto No
Rican White Other Indication

87

BA or 135 MA or MS PhD Other No Indication
No, 9 1 IS

Area of
Degree No,

Job Title

Fine No 1ndi
Educ Sec Sci Mos Arts Ph s Sci Math Other cation

Read Reading Bilingual Multi
Spec Teacher Spec Subject

No. 118
l:Urban Suburban RuralResidential No.

Index

No
Other Indication

No Indication

'`Total number of classes for which achievement data were reported:_15
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Teacher Attitude Toward Right To Read Features
(figures indicate number of teachers responding) No indica-

tion or Not
'Included

Poor Very...Poor in Program

Parent Involve-
ment

In-service
Training

Reading
Specialist

Instructional
Materials

Effectiveness
Excellent Good Adequate

9

......

Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing to
Teach in. Right To Read Program next year:

Yes
Yes, if changes are made
Questionable
No

No Response
D. Identification of Project Director

District
Supt.

No: of
Teachers:

14

Reading Reading Classroom No Title
Principal Specialist Teacher Teacher Other Indicated

X
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Effectiver'o Read lqaterials
Very Not No

Program Planning Procedure Uscr...11 Useful Useful Indication
(PPP)

(A document with charts guiiiing the school in such areas as
parent involvementi identification and prioritizing of student
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches,
materials,and program organizations. Also supplied information
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program4

Ways in which PPP was used in program:

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing OngOing No
and PlanninL Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities Eval, Indication

Stab's and Reporting Center
(S and RC)

Very Not No
Useful Useful Useful Indication

(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve-
ment daring planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D.C.)

Ways in which S and RC was used:

Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference
Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source

Forecast Information No
Outcomes Dfssernination Indication

X
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F. Technical Assistant Utilization

Rating of Helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

-Lx
Technical Assistant Activities:

1. Program planning 11. Identify alternate approaches

2. Program implementation 12. Develop team teaching

3. Interpret Right to Read
planning materials

13. Observe classes

14. Advise on parental
4, Work on the Unit Tisk Force involvement

5. Develop Work Statement/ 15. Recommend consultants
Proposal

16. Budget planning
Develop or identify
curriculum materials 17. Evaluation

7. Needs assessment 18. Liaison with Right to Read,
Washington, D. C.

8. Diagnosis/prescription
19. Plan for 1973-74 program

9, Identify objectives
20. No indication of activity

10, Staff development
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Parent Involvement

Extent of
Involvement

Activities:

1. Unit Task Force

2. Program planning

3. Program implementation

4. Develop materials.

5. Purchase/repair materials

6. Aides tutors, volunteers

7. Advisory council

8. Workshops, conferences

207

High Medium Low No Indication

9. Reading is Fundamental

10. PTA, open house, other
traditional meetings

11, Supplementary activities

12. Community relations

13. Information dissemination

14. No indication



IL Teacher Aides

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides
40 Worked in classrooms
or Were paid

Were: Parent
Student teacher
Community organization member
High school student
Other

Average number of hours aides worked
per semester
Types of Activities Performed:
Tutoring students
Marking tests
Distributing materials
Working in small and large groups
Preparing materials
Liaison with parents and other outside personnel
Bus monitoring
Supervising recreational activities in or outside
class
Classroom maintenance
Supervising field trips
Other

Teacher rating of aides' effectiveness (figure' indicate number
of teachers reporting data)

Very Very
Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective

17%

54%

152

X

I 15 2 1
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I. Program Characteristics

1. Inservice Training:

Individuals responsible for training:

Consultants
Technical Assistant Team (TAT) miiinbers
Project director
Reading specialist
Classroom teacher
No indication

Individuals trained:

Reading specialist/teacher
Classroom teachers
Other staff
Paraprofessionals
Parents
No indication

Training areas.

Learning theory
Student background and self
concept
Language development
Motor and perceptual skills
Right to Read Program
Diagnostic/ prescriptive
approach

Instructional approach
Instructional materials
Teaching techniques
Classroom organization and
management
Evaluation
No indication
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Training Methods:

Group or individual meetings, seminars, workshops,
conferences
School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom
observations
University courses
Video taping, audio-visuals, multi- media.
No indication

Unit Task Force Activities

Planning Phase

Rating of helpfulness:

UTF Members:

Very Not No
Hel ful Hel ful Hel fui Indication

Consultants
`Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of meetings:
Very No
Fre uent Fre uent Infre uent Indication
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Types of Activities:

livtedt with TATs

`,15(iVel&p proposal or work
StafEtnlent

A.Ne'eds assessment
p diagnostic /prescriptive

:-fal)pros.ch

Identify objectives
Gather data
C-onitilete PPP

Implementation

Rating of Helpfulness:

UTF members:

Develop materials
Inservice training
Budget
Information dissemination
Develop tests
8valuation
No indication

Very
Hel ful Hel Indication

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
TeacIseKa

Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of Meetings:

X

X
L.--I

Very No
Fre uent Fre uent Infre uent Indication

X
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Types of Activities:

Meet with TATs/consultants
Develop criteria for student
selection or placement
Student diagnosis
Identify tutors
Inservice training
Develop community involvement
activities

Status and reporting activities
Record progress
Serve on special committees
Review program progress
Information dissemination
Evaluation
No indication

I. Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach:

Individualized prescription
Identification of student skill levels
Teacher observation
Contracts
Individualized instruction
Progress checklists
Testing
Review case histories
Staff conferences
Student/teacher conferences

Supplementary materials
Games, manipulatives
Audio-Visual, Multimedia
Commercially made programs
Student grouping
Special classes
Skill sessions
Field trips
Reading/language center
Reading specialist, tutors
Language experience approach
Basal text instruction
No indication
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4. Program Location:*

Reading is taught as a separate subject
Reading is taught indirectly
through other subject matter

Special assistance is provided outside the
classroom for students in special need of
reading help
No indication

5. Student/Teacher Organization:

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

152

136

80-

Mean
Semester
Reported

Number of
Hours
per Class

Single teachermulti-subjects 311
Reading specialist (responsible for more
than one class) 10

Team teachers 0

Students doing cross-age teaching 0

Tutor-specialist 8

Tutor-aide 72

Other 11

No indication

6, Student Organization: Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

Individualized reading instruction 75

Small groups (5 or fewer students) 64
Large groups (6 or more students) 1024

No indication

*Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report
on each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported: 24
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7. Classroom Language (All Classes Combined)

Standard English
Non-Standard English
Spanish
French
American Indian
language or dialect
Japanese
No indication

Language of Instruction Native Language of Students
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking
Used) Language

100% 1 100%

8. Reading Approach:

Meaning emphasis
Code emphasis
Linguistics
Modified alphabet
Responsive environment
Programmed learning
Individualized reading
Language experience
Eclectic or teacher's own
Other
No indication

214

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

79

16

10

0

5

6

44
23

28
1



9. Techniques Used for Reading Instruction:

Machine - based programmed
instruction
Other programmed instruction
Gaming /simulation
Instructional TV
Interactive media
Intensive involvement
Discussion groups
Demonstration- performance
Lecture
Contracts
Use of supplementary materials
Other
No indication
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Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

17

17

5

2

18

72

7

1

48

14



10. Classroom Evaluation Procedures:

Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or
all students to determine individual reading needs.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for each student.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for the entire class.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading.
The teacher has developeck or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward
reading for the entire class.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for each individual.
Performance of students is measured in,
terms of objectives set for the entire class.
Visible records are kept of class

Records of each studentts performance are'kept
with respect to each objective.
Students are kept informed of their progress.

Students are involved in self-evaluation.

Parents are informed of students' progress.

No indication

11. Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: $40,000
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Number of
Classrooms
in Which
Procedure
Used

20'

23

23

3

12.

24

17

24

19

24

23

24



3. MAJOR FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN
PROJECT SELF-EV#LUATIOR

1. Project Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment

Project Objectives

Degree of
Accomplishment

4tif
C'

Oro 14/

STUDENT

X

1

XStudent Attitude
Student Behavior X X

Student Reading Achievement X X

Reading.:-Related Skills
TEACHER

.Teacher Competency
Teacher Attitude
Teacher Behavior

PARENT /COMMUNITY

X X 'Parent/Community
Involvement
Parent Attitude

PROGRAM
Information Dissemination
Individualization of
Instruction
Innovations X X .

Inservice Training X X

Additional Materials,
Services or Personnel

*Sites may have indicated program success under'"Program Objectives
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under "Major Findings". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.
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2. Major Findinfis*

Major Area

0
40 A,

. 4 S ,0
'64 I;Vf <A. 0 4 'N iiP 0

tr ecji
11,11 leio

v..6° 6)1 b

14) to

1 4

441
4ee

4,k,kei

e)44,47 .ote,,,,:13.,4-\

,..... bv7" cifri.f:

4v 4 %.'

STUDENT
Reading Achievement
Reading-Related Skills
Social Skills
Attitude

TEACHER
Competency _

Attitude
Teacher-Student Relations
Teacher-Staff Relations

PARENT / COMMUNITY

XSupport
Involvement

PROGRAM

Success of Inservice Training
Program Flexibility X

Helpfulness of Technical Assistance
Significant Changes in Reading
Approach
Individualization of Instruction
Value of Assistance from
Aides/Volunteers X

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Major Findings" or
under "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.
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3. Program Recommendations

Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports
were categorized into the areas listed below. An "X" indicates that
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particuiar area.

More emphasis on reading-related skills

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude

More remedial help

Increased effort to involve parents/community

Increased school-parent communications

More staff training

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach

X More emphasis on individualization of instruction

Expand program within school/school district

More materials/equipment/personnel
OM MO N.M.

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude

Improved evaluation techniques

X Re-definition of needs

Improved communication with HEW

X Continued funding

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS
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School: 1504



School:
Grades:

INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT

1504

School Characteristics

1. Geographic Region
A B* CDEF

1131111M1111111111111111111

'States in this region are: D.C., Delaware, Illinois, Indiana,
Maryland, Michigan, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Virginia, WestVirginia

2. Urban-Rural Index

Urban
x

Suburban

1. I

3. Student Population (Total School)

Total Reported Enrollment 1128

Rural

Total Students in Each Grade Level

Grade No. of Students Grade No. of Students
K 192 7

1 173 8
2 160 9

3 153 10
4 157 11

5 142 12

6 140 Spec Ed. 15

Student Ethnicity (Total School)
Percent

Amprican Indian
Asian
Black 41

Mexican American 16

Puerto Rican 25
White 12

Other 6
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B. Right to Read Student Characteristics

1. Amount of Time in Program: 1972-73 School Year
2. Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level

and Ethnic Breakdown

'Grade

Total
No. of

Students

Percent
American

Indian Black

r--
Mexican

American
Asian

American
Puerto
Rican White Other

K 192 34 22 1 31 6 3

i
1 173 49 13 20 13.
2 160 50 15 19 15

3 153 49 18 19 7

4 157 50 19 21 5 3

5 142 54 19 19 4 1 1

6 140 1 58 15 16 1

7

8

9 1

I

10

11
Ii

iz
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3. Reading Gains for )972,73 Scheel Year*
(see Vol. /1, V, A for detailed report)

Cirade Level
(includes only levels
for which data were
reported) Moan Gain per Month St. Dov.

1

2
1.1

3 1.0 1.2

4 1.2 1. 1

5 0.7 0.9
6 0.9 1.1

Overall Mean Gain for School 0.9 1. 1

(means adjusted for differing class sizes)
o Name of Standardized

Test(s) Used

C. Right to Read. Teacher Characteristics

o Total Number Reported

0 Age

No. Years

Sex

'reaching Experience

o Ethnicity
No.

Percent

o Degree

Area of
Degree

Job Title

No.
Percent-

MAT
/INV

Mean
r 36T]

Male

10

Range
22 -55+

1-27
Female

Mexican
Arur Ind Asian Black Amer

1 23
4 1 79

Puerto
Rican White Other

5

17

No
Indication

BA or )3S MA or MS PhD Other No Indication
No, Fri T 12

Human- Fine
Educ Soc Sci ities Arts Ph s Sci Math Other cation

No Indi.

No. 28 2

Read Reading Bilingual Multi
Spec Teacher S )ec Subject Other Indication

No. 1

Residential No.
Index

No

1 4 1 1

Inner Cit Urban Suburban
13 13 1 5 -1

Rural No Indication
Tr

*Total number of classes for which achievement data were reported: 20
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Teacher Attitude Toward Right To Read reature.s
(figures indicate number of teachers responding) No Indica-

tion or Not
'Included

Excellent Good Ademate Poor Very Poor in Program
.............,..

Parent Involve-
ment

In-service
Training

Reading
Specialist

Instructional
Materials

Effectiveness

1

12

4

5 20

12

4 10

10, 5

Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing to
Teach in Right To Read Program next year

Yes
Yes, if changes are made
Questionable
No

No Response
D. Identification of Project Director

District' Reading Reading Classroom
Su t. Principal Specialist Teacher Teacher Other Indicated

No. of
Teachers:

No Title
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E. Effectiveness of Right To Read Materials
Very Not No

Program Planning Procedure Useful Useful Useful Indication
(PPP)

(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as
parent involvement, identification and prioritizing of student
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches,
materials,and program organizations. Also supplied information
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program)

Ways in which PPP was used in program:

Structuring
and Plannin

Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No
Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities Evala Indication

Status and Reporting Center
(S and RC)

Very Not No
Useful Useful Useful Indication

X

(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve-
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D. C.)

Ways in which S and RC was used:

Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference
Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source

X

Forecast Information No
Outcomes Dfssemthation Indication
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. Technical Assistant Utilization

Rating of Helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

Technical Assistant Activities:

Program planning

2. Program implementation

3, Interpret Right to Read
planning materials

Work on the Unit Task Force

Develop Work Statement/
Proposal

Develop or identify
curriculum materials

7. Needs assessment

8. Diagnosis /prescription

9. Identify objectives

10. Staff development

11. Identify alternate approaches

12. Develop team teaching

13. Observe classes

14. Advise on parental
involvement

15. Recommend consultants

16. Budget planning

17. Evaluation

18. Liaison with Right to Read,
Washington, D. C.

19. Plan for 1973-74 program

20. No indication of activity
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Parent Involvement

Extent of
Involvement

Activities:

High Medium Low No Indication

1. Unit Task Force 9. Reading is Fundamental
2. Program planning

12CM

10. PTA, open house, other
traditional meetings

3. Program implementation 41
11. Supplementary activities

4. Develop materials
12. Community relations

5. Purchase /repair materials
13. Information dissemination

6, Aides, tutors, volunteers
14. No indication

7. Advisory council

Workshops, conferences
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. Teacher Aides

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides
Worked in classrooms
Were paid
Were: Parent

Student teacher
Community organization member
High school student
Other

Average number of hours aides worked
per semester
Types of Activities Performed:
Tutoring students
Marking tests
Distributing materials
Working in small and large groups
Preparing materials
Liaison with parents and other outside personnel
Bus monitoring
Supervising recreational activities in or outside
class
Classroom maintenance
Supervising field trips
Other

Teacher rating of aides' effectiveness (figures indicate number
of teachers reporting data)

Very Very
Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective

9 113 1 1 14
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I. Program Characteristics

1. Inservice Training:

Individuals responsible for training:

Consultants
Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members
Project director
Reading specialist
Classroom teacher
No indication

Individuals trained:

Reading specialist /teacher
Classroom teachers
Other staff
Paraprofessionals
Parents
No indication

Training areas.

Learning theory
Student background and self
concept
Language development
Motor and perceptual skills
Right to Read Program
Diagnostic/ prescriptive
approach

Instructional approach
Instructional materials
Teaching techniques
Classroom organization and
management
Evaluation
No indication
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Training Methods:

Group or individual meetings, seminars, workshops,
conte rence s

School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom
observations
University courses
Video taping, audio-visuals, rmitti-media
No indication

Unit Task Force Activities

Planning Phast

Rating of helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

UTF Members:

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of meetings:
Very No
Frequent Frequent Infrequent Indication

X

130



Types of Activities:

Moot with TATs
,Develop proposal or work

:statement
'Needs assessment
Develop diagnostic/prescriptive
approach
Identify objectives
Gather data
Complete PPP

Implementation Phase

X

X

X

Rating of Helpfulness:

UTF members:

Develop materials
inservice training
Budget
Information dissemination
Develop tests
Evaluation
No indication

Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

X I

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of Meetings:
Very No
Fre uent Fre uent Infre uent Indication

X
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Types of Activities:

Meet with TATs/consulta.nts
Develop criteria for student
selection or placement
Student diagnosis
Identify tutors
Inservice training
Develop community involvement
activities

Status and reporting activities
Record progress
Serve on special committees
Review program progress LLC

Information dissemination
Evaluation
No indication

Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach;

Individualized prescription
Identification of student skill levels
Teacher observation
Contracts
Individualized instruction
Progress checklists
Testing
Review case histories
Staff conferences
Student/teacher confetences

Supplementary materials
Games, manipulatives
Audio-Visual, Multimedia
Commercially made programs
Student grouping
Special classes
Skill sessions
Field trips
Reading/language center
Reading specialist, tutors
Language experience approach
Basal text instruction
No indication
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Reading is taught as a separate subject
Reading is taught indirectly
through other subject matter

Special assistance is provided outside the
classroom for students in special need of
reading help
No indication

5. Stwient/Teacher Organization:

Single teacher -- multi- subjects
Reading specialist (responsible for more
than one class)
Team teachers
Students doing cross-age teaching
Tutor-specialist
Tutor-aide
Other
No indication

6. Student Organization:

Individualized reading instruction
Small groups (5 or fewer students)
Large groups (6 or more students)
No indication

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

120

209

10

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

248

3

1

0

3

48

6

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

IP`

38

*Information on items four through tea was obtained by asking teachers to report
on each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported: 37
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7. Classroom Language (All Classes Combined):

Standard English
Non-Standard English
Spanish
French
American Indian
language or dialect
Japanese
No indication

Language of Instruction Native Language of Students
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking
Used) Language)

87

,10

62 %

28

8. Reading Approach:

Mean
Semester
Reported

Number of
Hours
per Class

Meaning emphasis 39

Code emphasis 15,,
Linguistics 18

Modified alphabet 3

Responsive environment 3

Programmed learning 16

Individualized reading 20

Language experience 23

Eclectic or teacher's own 21

Other
No indication

234



9. Techniques Used for Reading Instruction:

Machine - based programmed
instruction
Other programmed instruction
Gaming/ simulation
Instructional TV
Interactive media
Intensive involvement
Discussion groups
Demonstration- performance
Lecture
Contracts
Use of supplementary materials
Other
No indication
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Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

14

4

4

5

35

25

17
1

27

1



10. Classroom Evaluation Procedures:

Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or
all students to determine individual reading needs.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific, objectives for each student.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for the entire class.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward
reading for the entire class.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for each individual.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for the entire class.
Visible records are kept of class performance.

Records of each student's performance are kept
with respect to each objective.
Students are kept informed of their progress.

Students are involved in self-evaluation.

Parents are informed of students' progress.

No indication

11. Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: $40, 000
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Number of
Classrooms
in Which
Procedure
Used

31

33

32

21

20

33

23

25

2'
35

33

35



J. MAJOR FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN
PROJECT SELF-EVALUATION

1. Project Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment*

Project Objectives

Degree of
Accomplishment

STUDENT
,

X XStudent Attitude
Student Behavior X X

Student Reading Achievement X ,li
Reading-Related Skills X

-
X

-

TEACHER

X XTeacher Competency
Teacher Attitude X

Teacher Behavior X X
H

PARENT/COMMUNITY

X X
Parent/Community
Involvement
Parent Attitude X X

PROGRAM
Information Dissemination
Individualization of
Instruction
Innovations
Inservice Training X X
Additional Materials,
Services or Personnel X X

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Program Objectives
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under "Major Findings". The
reader should refer' to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.
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2, Maio r Finding a*

Major Area

4e

4wo

av.,
5 4

STUDENT
Reading Achievement
Reading-Related Skills
Social Skills
Attitude

TEACHER

XCompetency
Attitude

I

X

Teacher-Student Relations X

Teacher-Staff Relations

PARENT/COMMUNITY

XSupport
Involvement

PROGRAM

Success of Inservice Trainin:
Program Flexibility X

Helpfulness of Technical Assistance X

Significant Changes in Reading
Approach _I---

xIndividualization of Instruction
Value of Assistance from
Aides/Volunteers X

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Major Findings" or
under "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data iri the self-evaluation.
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3. Program Recommendations

Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports
were categorized into the areas listed below. An "X" indicates that
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area.

More emphasis on reading-related skills

EEMMEMNE

...1111mEMME

MIENNIEMM.

..M..MENENE

E.INIMMINEED

11

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement

Incroased emphasis on improving student attitude

More remedial help

Increased effort to involve parents/community

Increased school-parent communications

More staff training

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach

More emphasis on individualization of instruction

Expand program within school/ school district

More materials/equipment/personnel

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude

Improved evaluation techniques

Re-definition of needs

Improved communication with HEW

Continued funding

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS
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INDIVIpUAL SITE ASSESSMENT.

School

School: 1505

Grades: K-5, 7, 8

Characteristicii
A B*C DE F

1. Geographic Region

*States in this region are: D.C., Delaware Illinois Indiana,
Maryland, Michigan, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Virginia, West
Virginia

2. Urban-Rural index

Urban Suburban Rural

3. Student Population (Total School)

Total Reported Enrollment 1291

Total Students in Each Grade Level

Grade No. of Students Grade No. of Students
K 142 7 147
1 170 8 161
2 165 9

3 171 10

4 166 11

5 169 12

6

Student Ethnicity (Total School)

American Indian
Asian
Black
Mexican American
Puerto Rican
White
Othe r

241

Percent

96

4



. Right to Read Student Characteristics

1. Amount of Time in Program: 1972-73 School Year
Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level
and Ethnic Breakdown

Grade

'rotal
No. of

Students
American

Indian

K 142

Percent
Mexican Asian Puerto

Black American American Rican White Other

97 3

170

3

4

6

8

9

10

11

12

165

171

99

97

98

3

4
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3. Reading Gains for 1972.-73 School Year*
(COO Vol. 111 V. A for detailed report)

u Grade Level
(includes only levels
for which data were
rcaErled) ictim Gain no Month St. DCV

1

1, 1 0.5
3 1.0 0.7
4

5

6

Overall Mean Gain for School 1.0 0.6
(means adjusted for differing class sizes)
Name of Standardized
Test( s) Used

C. Right to Read Teacher Characteristics

Total Number Reported

0

MAT

Et=
Mean Rams

Age Fir1 E2277
No. Years Teaching Experience

Sex

Ethrlicity
No,

Percent

Degree

Area of
Degree

Job Title

Re sidential
Index

No,

No.
Percent

j
Male Female

I3
100

1

Mexican Puerto No
Amr Ind Asian Black Amer Rican White Other IndicationF. 7 1

.......

BA or BS MA or MS PhD Other No Indication

Human- Fine No Indi.
Educ Soc Sci Wes Arts Ph s Sci Math Other cation

1 19 L

Read Reading Bili»gual Multi No
Spec Teacher Spec SubJect Other Indication

No. 1 '1 1 J 19 1 1
Inner Cit Urban Suburban Rural No Indication

Total number of classes for which achievement data were reported: 10
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Teacher Attitude Toward Right To Read Features
(figures indicate number of teachers responding) No Indica-

tion or NotEffectiveness Included

Parent Involve-
ment

In-service
Training

Reading
Specialist

Instructional
Materials

Excellent Good Adequate Poor. Very Poor in Program

2

-...,--......-.......

1 3 13

2 -11 3 3

7 4 1 7

2 10 5 2

Teacher Preference Regarding Cohtinuing to
Teach in Right To Read Program next year:

Yes
Yes, if changes are made
Questionable
No

No Response
D. 'dentin, ation of Project Director

No: of
Teachers:

11

8

District Reading Reading Classroom No Title
Supt. Principal Specialist Teacher Teacher Other Indicated
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Effectiveness of Right To Read Materials
Very Not No

Program Planning Procedure Useful Useful Useful Indication
(PPP)

I xf
(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as
parent involvement, identification and prioritizing of student
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches,
materials,and program organizations. Also supplied information
on redirection of existing resources to support the new prograrr0

Ways in which PPP was used in program:

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No
and Planning Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities Eval. Indication

X

Status and Reporting Center
(S avid RC)

Very Not No
Useful Useful Useful Indication

X

(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve-
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D. C.)

Ways in which S and RC was used

Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference
Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source

Forecast Information No
Outcomes Ofssemfnation Indication
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F. Technical Assistant Utilization

Rating of Helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

X

Technical Assistant Activities:

Program planning

2. Program implementation

3. Interpret Right to Read
planning materials

Work on the Unit Task Force

5. Develop Work Statement/
Proposal

. Develop or identify
curriculum materials

7. Needs assessment

8. Diagnosis/pre scription

9. Identify objectives

10. Staff development

11. Identify alternate approaches

12. Develop team teaching

13. Observe classes

14. Advise on parental
involvement

15. Recommend consultants

16. Budget planning

17. Evaluation

18. Liaison with Right to Read,
Washington, D. C.

19. Plan for 1973-74 program

20. No indication of activity
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0 Parent Involvement

Extent of
Involvement

Activities:

High Medium Low No Indication

1.

2,

Unit Task Force

Program planning
9,

10,

Reading is Fundamental

PTA, open house, other
traditional meetings3, Program implementation

11. Supplementary activities4, Develop materials
12. Community relations5. Purchase/repair materials
13, Information dissemination6. Aides, tutors, volunteers
14. No indication X7. Advisory council

8. Workshops, conferences
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Teacher Aides

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides
Worked in classrooms
Were paid
Were: Parent

Student teacher
Community organization member
High school student
Other

Average number of hours aides worked
per semester
Types of Activities Performed:
Tutoring students
Marking tests
Distributing materials
Working in small and large groups
Preparing materials
Liaison with parents and other outside personnel
Bus monitoring
Supervising recreational activities in or outside
class
Classroom maintenance
Supervising field trips
Other

9..1
5%

5%

5%

10101.11110.1

430

X

X

X

Teacher rating of aides* effectiveness (figures' indicate number
of teachers reporting data)

Very
Effective Effective Ineffective

Very
Ineffective
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I. Program Characteristics

1. Inservice Training:

Individuals responsible for training:

Consultants
Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members
Project director
Reading specialist
Classroom teacher
No indication

Individuals trained:

Reading specialist/teacher
Classroom teachers
Other staff
Paraprofessionals
Parents
No indication

Training areas.

Learning theory
Student background and self
concept
Language development
Motor and perceptual skills
Right to Read Program
Diagnostic/ prescriptive
approach

249

Instructional approach
Instructional materials
Teaching techniques
Classroom organization and
management
Evaluation
No indication

Ipalms4
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Training Methods:

Group or individual meetings, seminars, workshops,
conferences
School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom
observations
University courses
Video taping, audio-visuals, multi-media
No indication

2. Unit Task. Force Activities

Planning Phase

Rating of helpfulness:

UTF Members:

Frequency of meetings:

Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

I I I
X I

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Very
Frequent Frequent Infrequent

1

250

No
Indication
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Types of Activities:

Meet with TATs
Develop proposal or work
statement
Needs asse meet
Develop di nosticiprescriptive
approach
Identify objectives
Gather data
Complete PPP

Implementation Phase

Rating of Helpfulness:

UTF members:

Develop materials
Inservice training
Budget

Information dissemination
Develop tests
Evaluation
No indication

Very Not No
Hel ful Hel ful Hel ful Indication

X

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of Meetings:

X

Very No
Fre uent Fre uent Infre uent Indication

X
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Types of Activities:

Meet with TATs/consultants
Develop criteria for student
selection or placement
Student diagnosis
Identify tutors
Inservice training
Develop community involvement
activities

Status and reporting activities
Record progress
Serve on special committees
Review program progress
Information dissemination
Evaluation
No indication

3. Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach:

Individualized prescription
Identification of student skill levels
Teacher observation
Contracts
Individualized instruction
Progress checklists
Testing
Review case histories
Staff conferences
Student/teacher conferences

r
U
a
vaa

U

Supplementary materials
Games, manipulatives
Audio- Visual, Multimedia
Commercially made programs
Student grouping
Special classes
Skill sessions
Field trips
Reading/language center
Reading specialist, tutors
Language experience approach
Basal text instruction
No indication
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4. Program Location:*

Reading is taught as a separate subject
Reading is taught indiretctly
through other subject matter

Special CASSiStariCe is provided outside the
classroom for students in special need of
reading help
No indication

5. Student/Teacher Organization:

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

166

4

19

Single teacher -- multi - subjects
Reading specialist (responsible for more
than one class)
Team teachers
Students doing cross-age teaching
Tutor-specialist
Tutor-aide
Other
No indication

6. Student Organization:

Mean
Semester
Reported

Mean
Semester
Reported

Number of
Hours
per Class,1

160

of

Class

0
fr

0

13

2

0

Number
Hours
per

Individualized reading instruction
Small groups (5 or fewer students)
Large groups (6 or more students)
No indication

5

10

149

*Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to reporton each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported: 19
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7. Classroom Language (All Classes Combined)

Standard English
,Non - Standard English
Spanish
French
American Indian
language or dialect,
Japanese
No indication

Language of Instruction Native Language of Students
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking
Used) Language

84%

8. Re'ading Approach:

16

Meaning emphasis
Code emphasis
Linguietics
Modified alphabet
Responsive environment
Programmed learning
Individualized reading
Language experience
Eclectic or teacher's own
Other
No indication

254

83%

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

12

12

0

0

8
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Techniques Used for Reading Instruction;

Machine - based' programmed
instruction
Other programmed instruction
Gaming/ simulation
Instructional TV
Interactive media
Intensive involvement
Discussion groups
Demonstration- performance
Lecture
Contracts
Use of supplementary materials
Other
No indication
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Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

1

10

36

65
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10. Classroom Evaluation Procedures:

Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or
all students to determine individual reading needs.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for each student.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for the entire class.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward
reading for the entire class.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for each individual.
Performance of strelents is measured in
terms of objectives set for the entire class.
Visible records are kept of class performance.

Records of each student's performance are kept
with respect to each objective.
Students are kept informed of their progress.

Students are involved in self-evaluation.

Parents are informed of students' progress.

No indication

Number of
Class rooms
in Which
P rocedure
Used

19

19

19

17

17

18

18

18

18

17

1

18

11. Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: Not clearly indicated
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J. MAJOR FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN

1. Project Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment*

Project Objectives

STUDENT

Student Attitude
Student Behavior X

Student Reading Achievement X

Reading-Related Skills
TEACHER

Teacher Cornetenc
Teacher Attitude
Teacher Behavior

PARENT/COMMUNITY

X X
Parent/Community
Involvement
Parent Attitude

PROGRAM

Information Dissemination
i

Individualization of
Instruction
Innovation6
Inservice 'Training_
Additional Materials,
Services or Personnel

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Program Objectives
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under "Major Findings". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how succeE.sful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.
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2. Mator Findings*

Major Area

STUDENT
reading Achievement
Readin d Skills
Social Skills
Attitude

`::TEACHER

orniuotency
Attitude
Teacher-Student Relations
Teacher-Staff Relations

PARENT/COMMUNITY
Support
Involvement

PROGRAM
Success of Inservice Training
Program Flexibility
Helpfulneis of Technical Assistance
Significant Changes in Reeding
Approach
Individualization of Instruction
Value of Assistance from
Aides/Volunteers

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS X

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Major Findinghe s" or
under "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment". T
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.
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3, Program Recommendations

Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports
were categorized into the areas listed below. An "X" indicates that
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area.

11.11011

1.1001M1.0

More emphasis on reading-related skills

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude

More remedial help

Increased effort to involve parents/community

Increased school-parent communications
X More staff training

X More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach
More emphasis on individualization of instruction

Expand program within school/school district.
X More materials/equipment/personnel

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude

Improved evaluation techniques

Re-definition of needs

Improved communication with HEW

Continued funding

111.0111011.

.
11=1.

moge1.11

olowasolmea

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS
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.INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT

School;
Grades:

1601

K-6

A. School. Characteristics

1. Geographic Region
ABC DE*

Mill Mil MIN MI WI INN
States in this region are; Colorado, Kansas, Iowa, Missouri,
Minnesota, Montana, Nebraska, North Dakota, S6uth Dakota,
Utah, Wisconsin, Wyoming

2. Urban-Rural Index

Urban Suburban Rural

3. Student Population (Total School)

Total Reported Enrollment 359
Total Students in Each Grade Level

Grade No. of Students Grade No. of Students
K 54

1 37 8

2 51 9

3 48 10

4 56 11

5 64 12

6 49

Student Ethnicity (Total School)

American Indian
Asian
Black
Mexican American
Puerto Rican
White

Other

261

Percent

67

I2



B. Right, to Read Student Characteristics

1. Amount of Time in Program; 1972-73 School 'Year
Z. Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level

and Ethnic Breakdown
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Ron ling Gains for 1972.-73 School Year*
(see Vol, JI, V, A for detailed report)

Grade Level
(includes only levels
for which data were
report° d) Mean Gain per Month St. Dev.

1 0. 6

2 1.5
3 1.)
4 1,1
5 0.6
6 2.3

Overall Mean Gain for School 1.2
(means adjusted for differing class sizes)
Name of Standardized
Test(s) Used

C. Right to Read Teacher Characteristics

o Total Number Reported
Mean Rana_

Age

No. Years Teaching Experience

Metropolitan Reading

Sex

o Ethnicity

Degree

Area of
Degree

No,
Percent

No.
Percent

Amr Ind Asian Black

Fet»al.c

Mexican Puerto No
Amer Rican White Other. Indication

BA or BS MA or MS PhD Other No Indication
1No. g E.. 5 1

I-Ittman- Fine No /nth.
Eeue Soc Sci Ries Arts Ph nSci. Math Other cation

No. r l4
Read Reading
Spec Teacher Spec Subject Other Indication

slob Title No,

Bilingual Multi
2 I

No

Inner bit
Residential No.
Index

Urban Suburban Rural No Indication
19 T4 i 2,

'`Total number of classes for which achievement data were reported:

263
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Teacher Attitude Toward Right.To Read Feature's
(figures indicate number of teachers iesponding) No Indica-

tion or Nottffectiveness 'Included

Parent Involve.
ment

In-service
Training

Reading
Specialist

Instructional
Materials

pxcellent Good Adequateroor Very Poor in program

2 1

3
1

Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing to No; of , ....'

Teach in Right To Read Program next year:
Yes
Yes, if changes ;are made
Questionable
No

1

No Response
D. Identification of P oject Director

District Reading Reading Classroom
Su t. Principal Specialist Teacher Teacher Other Indicated

Teachers;

No Title
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Effectivero Read Materials

a PPProgram
Planning Procedure(P)

Very
Useful Useful

Not No
Useful Indication

X

(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as
parent involvement, identification and prioritizing of student
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches,
rnaterials,and program organizations. Also supplied information
on redirection of existing resources to support the new programs

Ways in which PPP was used in program:

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No
and Planning Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities Eval. Indication

Very Not No
States and Reporting Center Useful Useful Useful Indication
(S and RC)

(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve-
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D. C.)

Ways in which S and RC was used:

Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference
Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source

Forecast Information No
Outcomes Di'ssemi'nation Indication
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F. Technical Assistant Utilization

Rating of Helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

X

Technical,Assistant Activities:

1. Program planning

2. Program implementation

3. Interpret Right to Read
planning materials

4. Work on the Unit Task Force

5. Develop Work Statement/
Proposal

6. Develop or identify
curriculum materials

7. Needs assessment

8. Diagnosis /prescription

9. Identify objectives

10, Staff development

11. Identify alternate approaches

12. Develop team teaching

13. Observe classes

14, Advise on parental
involvement

15. Recommend consultants

16

.17,

18. Liaison with Right to Read,
Washington, D, C.

19. Plan for 1973-74 program

20. No indication of activity
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G. Parent Involvement

Extent of
Involvement

Activities:
1, Unit Task Force

2. Program planning
3. Program implementation
4. Develop materials
5. Purchase/repair materials
6. Aides, tutors, volunteers
7. Advisory council

Workshops, conferences

High Medium Low No Indication

Reading is Fundamental

10. PTA, open house, other
traditional meetings

11. Supplementary activities
12. Community relations
13. Information dissemination
14. No indication



H. Teacher Aides

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides
Worked in classrooms
Were paid
Were: Parent

Student teacher
Community organization member
High school student
Other

Average number of hours aides worked
per semester
Types of Activities Performed:
Tutoring students
Marking tests
Distributing materials
Working in small and large groups
Preparing materials
Liaison with parents and other outside personnel
Bus monitoring
Supervising recreational activities in or outside
class
Classroom maintenance
Supervising field trips
Other

10.11OlmIN.

82%

65%

18%

6%

71%,

614

X
X

X

X

X

X

X

X

Teacher rating of aides' effectiveness (figure' indicate number
of teachers reporting data)

Very Very
Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective
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I. Program Characteristics

1. Inservice Training:

Individuals responsible for training:

Consultants

Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members
Project director
Reading specialist
Classroom teacher
No indication

Individuals trained:

Reading specialist/teacher
Classroom teachers
Other staff
Paraprofe ssionals
Parents
No indication

Training areas.

Learning theory
Student background and self
concept
Language development
Motor and perceptual skills
Right to Read Program
Diagnostic/ prescriptive
approach

41010IMMII

11...'

X

X.11

769

Instructional approach
Instructional materials
Teaching techniques
Classroom organization and
management
Evaluation
No indication



Training Methods:

Group or individual meetings, seminars, workshops,
conferences
School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom
observations
University courses
Video taping, audio-visuals, multi-media
No indication

2. Unit Task Force Activities

Planning Phase

Rating of helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful ,Helfull Indication

UTF Members:

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication I

Frequency of meetings:
Very No
Fre uent Fre uent Infra uent Indication

X
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Types of Activities:

Meet with TAT s

Develop proposal or work
statement
Needs assessment
Develop diagnostic/prescriptive

.approach
Identify objectives
Gather data
Complete PPP

Implementation Phase

Rating of Helpfulness:

UTF members:

Develop materials
Inservice training
Budget
Information dissemination
Develop tests
Evaluation
No indication

Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

X

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of Meetings:
Very
Frequent Frequent

271

X

X

No
Infrequent Indication



Types of Activities:

Meet with TATs/consultants
Develop criteria for student
selection or placement
Student diagnosis
Identify tutors
Inservice training
Develop community involvement
activities

Status and reporting activities
Record progress
Serve on special committees
Review program progress
Information dissemination
Evaluation
No indication

3. Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach:

Individualized prescription
Identification of student skill levels
Teacher observation
Contracts
Individualized instruction
Progress checklists
Testing
Review case histories
Staff conferences
Student/teacher conferences

Supplementary materials
Games, rnanipulatives
Audio- Visual,. Multimedia
Commercially made programs
Student grouping
Special classes
Skill sessions
Field trips
Reading/language center
Reading specialist, tutors
Language experience approach
Basal text instruction
No indication
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4. Program Location:*

Reading is taught as a separate subject.
Reading is taught indirectly
through other subject matter

Special assistance is provided outside the
classroom for students in special need of
reading help
No indication

5. Student/Teacher Organization:

Mean Number Of
SemeSter Hours
Reported per Class

185

135

44

Mean
Semester
Reported

Number of
Hours
per Class

Single teacher - - multi - subjects 383
Reading specialist (responsible for more
than one class) 0
Team teachers 64
Students doing cross-age teaching
Tutor-specialist 33,
Tutor -aide 364
Other
No indication

6. Student Organization: Mean
Semester

Number
Hours

of

Reported per Class

Individualized reading instruction 82
Small groups (5 or fewer stu3<rits) 93
Large groups (6 or more students) 109
No indication

Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report
on each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported: 17
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7. Classroom Language (All Classes Combined):

Language of Instruction Native Language of Students
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking
Used) Language

Standard English
Non-Standard English
Spanish
French
American Indian
language or dialect
Japanese
No indication

8. Reading Approach:

100%

Meaning emphasis
Code qmphasis
Linguistics
Modified alphabet
Responsive environment
Programmed learning
Individualized reading
Language experience
Eclectic or teacher's own
Other
No indication

274

100%

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

0

3

0

2

3

2
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4. Techniques Used for Reading Instruction:

Machine- based programmedinstruction
Other programmed instruction
Gaming/simulation
Instructional TV
Interactive media
Intensive involvement
Discussion groups
Demonstration- performance
Lecture
Contracts
Use of supplementary materials
Other
No indication

275

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

55

3
4

26

212

0



10. Classroom Evaluation Procedures:
Number of
Classrooms
in Which
Procedure
Used

Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or
all students to determine individual reading needs. 15

The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for each student. 12

The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for the entire class.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward
reading for the entire class.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for each individual.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for 'the entireclass.
Visible records are kept of class performance.

Records of each student's performance are kept
with respect to each objective.
Students are kept informed of their progress.

Students are involved in self-evaluation.

Parents are informed of students' progress.

No indication

11. Total Funding for 1972-73 school year:
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$40, 000

13

15

7

14

9

15

13

15



MAJOR FINDINOS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED INPRitatdt ttLf.tvAtugrioN
1. Project obobjectives itehmtmt

Project Objectives

STUDENT

Student Attitude
Student Behavior
Student Readin Achievement
Reading-Related Skills

TEACHER

Teacher Con222ter...
Teacher Attitude
Teacher Behavior

PARENT/COMMUNITY
Parent/Community
Involvement
Parent Attitude

PROGR AM

Information Dissemination
Individnalization of
Instruction

ovations
Inservice Training
Additional Materials,
Services or Personriel

Degree of
Accomplishment

4 41

111

Sites may have indicated program success under 'Program Objectivesand Degree of Accomplishment" or under "Major Findings". Thereader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding ofhow successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.
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2. Major Finding,s*

Major Area

4 2 A
et 4,

A 4,,
4e A9tf ,S./ 'ay 4' o ,..

4'
4.

to 147 4' 01# 4°
4 zy

....3 b
elf 4 t.'' 0 41.4\

x4- a, 4'
off "$

a A, .44 19' 4 cr

STUDENT

Reading Achievement
Reading-Related Skills
Social Skills
Attitude

X

TEACHER
Competency
Attitude
Teacher-Student Relations
Teacher-Staff Relations

PARENT/COMMUNITY
HSu

Involvement

PROGRAM

Success of Inservice Training_
Program Flexibility
Helpfulness of Technical Assistance
SigLificant Changes in Reading
Approach;
Individualization of Instruction
Value of Assistance from
Aides/Volunteers

X

X

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Major Fiad.ings" or
under "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data hi tbe eelf-evaluation.
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3. Program Recommendations

Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports
were categorized into the areas listed below. An "X" indicates that
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area,

0.1.1.1.10

11111110

111

More emphasis on reading-related 'Skills

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude

More remedial help

Increased effort to involve parents /community.

Increased school-parent communications

More staff training

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach

More emphasis on individualization of instruction

Expand program within school/school district

More materials:equipment/personnel

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude

Improved evaluation techniques

Re-definition of needs

Improved commu icatiocl with HEW

Continued fundin

iSITE DID NOT CLEA LY STATE RECOMME ATIONS
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School: 1701



INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT

School: 1701

Grades : K -6

A. School Characteristics

1. Geographic Rogion

*States in this region are: Colorado, Kansas, Iowa, Missouri,
Minnesota, Montana, Nebraska, North Dakota, South Dakota,
Utah, Wisconsin, Wyoming

A 13 C D F

Z. Urban-Rural Index

Urban Suburban

3. Student Population (Total School)

Total Reported Enrollment 193

Rural

Total Students in Each Grade Level

Grade No. of Students Grade No. of Students
K 24 7

1 26 8

2 21 9

3 31 10

4 27 11

5 19 12

6 27 Spec Ed. 1 7
Spec Ed. 2 11

Student Ethnicity (Total School)

American Indian
Asian
Black
Mexican American
Puerto Rican
White
Other

281

Percent
0.5..
34

0.5

65



B. Right to Read Student Characteristics

Amount of Time in Program: 1972-73 School Year
2. Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level

and Ethnic Breakdown

Grade

Total Percent ,

No. of
Students

American
Indian

Mexican
Black American

Asian
American

Puerto
Rican White Other

K 24 38 62

1 26 19 81
2 21

.. ..._

5 62
3 31 45
4

27 70
5

95

i
6

27 63

7

8

9

10
I

11

12

... ec 1 7 43 14 43

pec E 2 11 46 54
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3, Reading Gains for 1972.73 School Year*
(sou Vol, I1, V, A for detailed report)

Grade LeVel
(includes only levels
for which data were
reacirted) Mean Goinper Month St, Dev.

1

2 0.7 0.2

3 1. 1

4 0.7 0,7
5 0.3 0.9
6 0.9 1.2

a Overall Mean Gain for School 0.8 0.8
(means adjusted for diffIring class sizes)
Name of Standardized
Test(s) Used

C. Right to Read Teacher Characteristics

o Total Number Reported

Durrell, ITBS

ric=
Mean M920

o Age r 43 : 21 12-55+
No. Years Teaching Experience arD 11,..3?, n

Male Female

Percent 7'0 .1 Fi--9 0
e Sex No.

Mexican Puerto No
Ethnicity Ater Ind Asian Black Amer Rican White Other Indication

Percent 0 ao iNo. 2 8

BA or BS MA or MS PhD Other No Indication
Degree No. E 9 1 1 r -_J- ---71

Human- Fine No Indi.
Area of Educ: Soc Sci itics Arts Phys Sci Math Other cation
Degree No. riT 1 T r r i _F- 1-1--- I

Read Reading Bilingual Multi No
Spec Teacher Spec Subject Other Indication

IJob Title No, 1---- 1 1_ 7 1 2 7 1

Inner City- Urban Suburban Rural No Indication
No. I 1 T-3 i E 6 1

___.3Residential
Index

'Total number of classes for which achiavement data were reported 9
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Teacher Attitude Toward Right To Read Feature.s
(figures indicate number of teachers responding)

Effectiveness

Parent Involve-
ment

In-service
Training

Reading
Specialist

Instructional
Materials

Excellent Good Ade uhte Poor Verw Poor

No Indica-
tion or Not
Included .

in Program
.......... .

4

.... --,

_

7

4 1 2 3

4 3 3 ......-.

Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing to
Teach in Right To Read Program next year:

Yes
Yes, if changes are made
Questionable
No

No Response
D. Identification of Project Director111. .1

No of
Teachers:

7

1

District Reading Reading Classroom No Title
Supt. Principal Specialist Teacher Teacher Other Indicated

.10.11101.110.
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E, Effectiveness of Right To Read Materials
Very Not No

Program Planning Procedure Useful Useful Useful Indication
(PPP)

X

(A document with charts guiding the school VI such areas as
parent involvement, identification and prioritizing of student
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches,
materials,and program organizations. Aso supplied information
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program)

Ways in which PPP was used in program:

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No
and Plannin Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities Eval. Indication

X

Very Not No
Status and Reporting Center Useful Useful Useful Indication
(S and RC)

X

(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve-
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D.C.)

Ways in which S and RC was used;

Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference
Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source

Forecast Information No
Outcomes Di'ssemi'nation Indication

L X
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F. Technical Assistant Utilization

Raring of Helpfulnene: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

Technical Assistant Activitias:

1. PrograAn planning X j 11. Identify alternate approaches

2. Program implementLtion 12. Develop team teaching

3. Interpret Right to Read 13. Observe classes
planning materials

14. AtIviqe on parental
4. Work on the Unit Task Force involvement

5. Develop Work Statement/ 15. Recommend consultants
Proposal

16. Budget planning
6. Develop oz identify

curriculum materials 17. Evaluation

7. Needs assessment 18. Liaison with Right to Read,
Washington, D. C.

8. Diagnosis /prescription
19. Plan for 1973-74 program

9. Jdentify objectives
20. No indication of activity

10. Staff development X
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G. Parent Involvement

Extent of
Involvement

Activities:

High Medium Low No Indication

.J

1.

2.

Unit Task Force

Program planning

9.

10,

Reading is Fundamental11L PTA, open house, other
traditional meetings

3, Program implementation
11. Supplementary activities

4. Develop materials
11

11
12. Community relations

5. Purchase/repair materials
13. Information dissemination

6, Aides, tutors, volunteers
14. No indication

7. Advisory council

8. Workshops, conferences
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Teacher Aides

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides
Worked in classrooms
Were paid
Were: Parent

Student teacher
Community organization member
High school student
Other

Average number of hours aides worked
per semester
Types of Activities Performed;
Tutoring students
Marking tests
Distributing materials
Working in small and large groups
Preparing materials
Liaison with parents and other outside personnel
Bus monitoring
Supervising recreational activities in or outside
class
Classroom maintenance
Supervising field trips
Other

83%

58%

17%

5%

33%

17%

.A24,

151

X.

X

X

X

.111M1441..11.

X

111111.

Teacher rating of aides° effectiveness (figures' indicate number
of teachers reporting data)

Very Very
Effective Effective Ineffoctive Ineffective

5 5
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I. Program Characteristics

1. Inservice Training:

Individuals responsible for training:

Consultants
Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members
Project director
Reading specialist
Classroom teacher
No indication

Individuals trained:

Reading specialist/teacher
Classroom teachers
Other staff
Paraprofessionals
Parents
No indication

Training areas

Learning theory
Student background and self
concept
Language development
Motor and perceptual skills
Right to Read Program
Diagnostic/ prescriptive
approach

Instructional approach
Instructional materials
Teaching techniques
Classroom organization and
management
Evaluation
No indication

X

X X

X
.,1111

,11=1

X

X
/mama.
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Training Methods:

Group or individual meetings, seminars, workshops,
conferences
School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom
observations
University courses
Video taping, audio-visuals, multi-media
No indication

2. Unit Task Force Activities

Planning Phase

Rating of helpfulness: Very Not No
Hel ful Hel ful Indication

X

UTF Members:

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of meetings:
Very No
Fre uent Fre vent Infra uent Ividication

X
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Types of Activities:

Meet with TATs
Develop proposal or work
statement
Needs assessment
Develop diagnostic/prescriptive
approach
Identify objectives
Gather data
Complete PPP

Implementation Phase

4,1,M1

Far .11

pa1M111111

Rating of Helpfulness:

UTF members:

Develop materials
Inservice training
Budget

Information dissemination
Develop tests
Evaluation
No indication

Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

X

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist.
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of Meetings:
Very
Frequent Frequent

..
X

No
Infrequent Indication

X
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Types of Activities:

Meet with TATs/consultants
Develop criteria for student
selection or placement
Student diagnosis
Identify tutors
Inservice training
Develop community involvement
activities

lia!11i
Status and reporting activities
Record progress
Serve on special committees
Review program progress
Information dissemination
Evaluation
No indication

3. Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach:

Individualized prescription
Identification of student skill levels
Teacher observation
Cont racts
'individualized instruction
Progress checklists
Testing
Review case histories
Staff conferences
Student/teacher conferences

X

104

WOK .1

Supplementary materials
Games, manipulatives
Audio- Visual, Multimedia
Commercially made programs
Student grouping
Special classes
Skill sessions
Field trips
Reading/language center
Reading specialist, tutors
Language experience approach
Basal text instruction
No indication
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Program Location:*

Reading is taught as a separate subject
Reading is taught indirectly
through other subject matter

Special assistance is provided outside the
classroom for students in special need of
reading help'
No indication

5. Student/Teacher Organization:

Single teacherrnulti-subjects
Reading specialist (responsible for more
than one class)
Team teachers
Students doing cross-age teaching
Tutor specialist
Tutor-aide
Other
No indication

6. Student Organization:

Individualized reading instruction
Small groups (5 or fewer students)
Large groups (6 or more students)
No indication

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

240

32

14

6

51"

19

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

58,
38

62,

-*Information on items four through tea was obtained by asking teachers to report
on each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data woro reported: 12
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7. Classroom Language (Ail Classes Combined):

Standard English
Non-Standard English
Spanish
French
American Indian
language or dialect
Japanese
No indication

Language of Instruction Native Language of Students
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking
Used) Language

100%

8. Reading Approach:

Meaning emphasis
Code emphasis
Linguistics
Modified alphabet
Responsive environment
Programmed learning
Individualized readir
Language experience
Eclectic or teacher's own
Other
No indication

294

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

20

13

10

3!
21
57

25



9. Techniques Used for Reading Instruction:

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

Machine .based programmedinstruction
Other programmed instruction
Gaming /simulation
Instructional TV
Interactive media
Intensive involvement
Discussion groups
Demonstration- performance
Lecture
Contracts
Use of supplementary materials
Other
No indication

58
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10. Classroom Evaluation Procedures:

Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or
all students to determine individual reading needs.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for each student.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for the entire class.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward
reading tor the entire class.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for each individual.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for the entire class.
Visible records are kept of class performance.

Records of each student's performance are kept
with respect to each objective.
Students are kept informed of their progress.

Students are involved in self-evaluation.

Parents are informed of students' progress.

No indication

11. Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: $309000
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MAJOR FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN

Px21),ect Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment*

Project Objectives

STUDENT

Student Attitude
Student Behavior
Student Readin Achievement
Reading-Related Skills

TEACHER
Teacher Competency
Teacher-Attitude
Teacher Behavior

PARENT/COMMUNITY
Parent/Community
Involvement X
Parent Attitude X

PROGRAM

Information Dissemination
Individualization of
Instruction
Innovations
Inservice Training
Additional Materials,
Services or Personnel

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Program Objectives
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under "Major Findings". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.
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Maior Findtn,ge*

Major Area

STUDENT

Reading Achievement
Reading-Related Skills
Social Skills
Attitude

TEACHER
Comketetaci___
Attitude
Teacher-Student Relations
Teacher-Staff Relations

PARENT/COMMUNITY,
Support
Involvement

PROGRAM

Success of Inservice Trainin
Program Flexibility
Hel fulness of Technical Assistance
Significant Changes in Reading
Approach
Individualization of Instruction
Value of Assistance from
Aides /Volunteers

1.1=1=0. Boom.,

As

, o

tot'
4st ;44

NCO 6
40' 6

JO k 6 6

how

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS

Sites may have indicated program success under "Major FintP.ngs" or
under 'Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self- evaluation,
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3. Program Recommendations

Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports
were categorized into the areas listed below. An "X" indicates that
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area.

Mob

tarif

+01.1.111

0111.1..

0.1

wa/

More emphasis on reading-related skills

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude

More remedial help

Increased effort to involve parents/community

Increased school-parent communications

More staff training

More emphasis on diagnostic - prescriptive: approach

More emphasis on individualization of instruction

Expand program within school/school district

More materials/equipment/personnel

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude

Improved evaluation techniques

Re-definition of needs

Improved communication with HEW

X Continued funding

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS
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A major purpose of the 1972073 eValuation of school based Right
to Read sites was to provide a comprehensive description of the reading
program at each school. Volume III (Parts 1, 2, and 3) describes
reading program in terms of school, student, and teacher character-
istics. Additionally, all program variables that characterize each site
are reported here. Where appropriate, these variables are described in
terms of the extent to which each site included them and an assessment of
their contribution to the success of the program is indicated.

The Right to Read Office also required each school-based site par-
ticipating in CRi's assessment to conduct an evaluation of its own project.
In conjunction with the Right to Read Office, CRI developed an outline (in-
cluded in Appendix B) to guide each site in this self-evaluation and to
assure the assessment and reporting of critical program components that
would not otherwise be included in this Final Report due to lack of infor
mation.

Data found in the self-evaluations are used extensively in Volume III.
Section 3, reports information related to major outcomes identified in
the self-evaluations. These are Objectives and Degree of Fulfillnient,
Major Findings, and Recommendations.

For reader ease and to include a maximum number of data as con-
cisely as possible, information in this volume is provided in outline form.
Program characteristics are accompanied by statistics that reflect total-
school information. A description of the Right to Read Program at each
school requires approximately twenty pages using this format. Colored
dividers, separating each school from the preceding one, contain the
code number of the school being described in the following pages. Al-
though information is provided to indicate the general location of each
school, full identification of the schools in this sample is possible only
by means of the key CRI has provided the Right to Read Office.
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School: 1801



School:,

INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT

1801

Grades: 1-8

A, School Charactoristics
E

1, GeograpVitc_aesioa

*States in this region are Alabama, Florida, Georgia,
Kentucky, Louisiana, Mississippi, North Carolina, South.
Carolina, Tennessee

2, Urban-Rural Index

Urban Suburban Rural

Student Popuulation (Total school.

Total Reported Enrollment 477
Total Students in Each Grade Level

Grade No.of Students Grade No.of Students
7 64

1 56 8 63
2 9

66
WIN

3 10

4 57 11

5 54 12

6 60
. .1 m. =I

Student Ethnicity (Total School)

American Indian
Asian
Black
Mexican American
Puerto Rican
White
Other
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Right to Read Student Characteristics

1. Amount of Time in Program 1972.73 School Year
2, Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level

and Ethnic Breakdown

Total
No. of

Grade Students



Rea'cling Gains for 197;?..73 School Tear*
(c:eo Vol. II, V, A for (10eilua report)

Grade Level
(includes o»ly
for which data wary
remit.(1)

7
8

a

3

4

, Mii r hf °rah
.

0.9
1. 1

0.6
0.7

5 0.3
6 0.8

Overall Moan Gain for School 0.
(means adjusted for differing class sizes)

6110

St. Dev.

1.5
0. 6

0. 6

Name of Standardized
"..'est(s) Used

C. RiLht to Read Teacher Chazacteristict;

Total Number Reported

Age

No. Years Teachi»g Experience

Sex

ethnicity

Degree

Area of
Degree No. rir-r---1

No.
Percent

Ina

CAT

1.1

104.1F ,,.- r.,11/......01.1.1......../.410

Err:J
Mean Range

122.52
r ET:19

Male Female

Mexican Puerto No
Amr. Ind Asian 131ctck Amer Rican White Other IndicationNo, 1,

Percent:

BA or BS M.A. or MS PhD Other No Indication
L_10 1 7 I

Human- Fine No hidi.
li;duc Soc Sci Wes Arts Phys Sci Math Other cation

Read Reading Bilingual Multi No
!Spec Teacher S )ec Subject Other Indication

Job Title No. r 2 r
inner City Urban

Residential No. L
Index

Suburban Rural No indication
11,0111111111111111111111111111111111

'`Total number of classes for which achievement data were reported:
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Teacher Attituthi Toward Right To Read Features
(figures indicate number of teachers responding)

Effectiveness
Excellent Good Adeqnate Poor Ver Poe

Parent Involve-
ment

An-service
Training

5peeial'st

Ihstructiona
Materials

No Indica-
tion or Not
'Included
in Prograin

am.

Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing to
Teach in Right To Read Program next year

Yes

Yes, if changes 'are made
Questionable
No

No Response

No: of
Teachers:

D. Identification of Project Directorwho.

District Reading Reading Classroom
Suyst, Principal Specialist Teacher Teacher

X
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E. Effectiveness of Right To Read Materials
Very Not No

Program Planning Procedure Useful Useful Useful Indication
(PPP)

(A docuent with charts guiding the school in such areas as
parent involvement, identification and.prioritlzing of student
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches,
materials,and program organizations. Also supplied information
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program

Ways in which PPP was used in program:

Structuring Identification of Identificat!on Listing Ongoing No
and Plannin Student/Teacher Needs of Ob ectives Priorities Eval. Indication

Ways

Very Not No
Status and Reporting Center Useful Useful Useful Indication

X
(S and RC)

(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve-
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D. C.)

in which S and RC was used:

Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference
Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source

X

Foreeast Information No
Outcomes Ocsaemination Indication
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F. Technical Assistant Utilization

Rating of Helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

X I I

Technical Assistant Activities:

I. Program planning 11.

2. Program implementation 12.

3, Interpret Right to Read
planning materials

13.

...

14.
4, Work on the Unit Task Force X

5. Develop Work Statement/ 15.
Proposal

16.
Develop or identify
curriculum materials 17.

7. Needs assessment 18.

8. Diagnosis/prescription
19.

9. Identify objectives X
20.

10. Staff development

Identify alternate approaches

Develop team teaching

Observe class4s

Advise on parental
involvement

Recommend consultants

Budget planning

Evaluation

Liaison with Right to Read,
Washington, D. C,

Plan for l973.74 program

No indication of activity
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G. Parent Involvernttnt

Extent of
Involvement

Activities:

1, Unit Task Force

2, Program planning

3. Program implementation

4, Develop materials

5. Purchase/repair materials

6. Aides, tutors, volunteers

7. Advisory council

8. Workshops, conferences

307

High Medium Low No Indication

9. latadiFundamental
10. PTA, open house, other

traditional meetings

11. Supplementary activities

12. Community relations

13. Information dissemination

14. No indication



Teacher Aides

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides
Worked in classrooms
Were paid
Were: Parent

Student teacher
Community organization member
High school student
Other

Average number of hours aides worked
per semester
Typos of Activities Performed:
Tutoring students
Marking tests
Distributing materials
Working in small and large groups
Preparing materials
Liaison with parents and other outside personnel
Bus monitoring
Supervising recreational activities in or outside
class
Classroom maintenance
Supervising field trips
Other

Teacher rating of aides' effectiveness (figure' indicate number
of teachers reporting data)

Very Very
Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective
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I. Program Characteriatics

1. Inservice Training:

Individuals responsible for training:

Consultants
Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members
Project director
Reading specialist
Classroom teacher
No indication

Individuals trained:

Reading specialist/teather
N.Classroom teachers

Other staff
Paraprofessionals
Parents
No indication

Training areas.

Learning theory
Student background and self
concept
Language development
Motor and perceptual skills
Right to Read Program
Diagnostic/ prescriptive
approach

1.
111111.11

X

309

Instructional approach
Instructional materials
Traaching techniques
Classroom organization and
management
Evaluation
No indication

X



Training Methods:

Group or individual meetings, seminars, workshops,
conferences
School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom
observations
University courses
Video taping, audio-visuals, multi-media
No indication

Z. Unit Task Force Activities

Planning Phas9

Rating of helpfulness: Very Not No
Heliful Helpful Helpful Indication

I I I

UTF Members:

X

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of meetings:
Very No
Frequent Frequent Infra uent Indication
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Types of Activities:

Meet with TATs
Develop proposal or work

`, statement
Needs assessment
Develop diagnostic/prescriptive
approach
Identify objectives
Gather data
Complete PPP

Implementation Phase

Rating of Helpfulness:

UTF members:

Develop materials
Inservice training
Budget

Information dissemination
Develop tests
Evaluation
No indication

Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

X

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of Meetings:
Very
Frequent

311

No
Frequent Infrequent Indication

X



Types of Activities:

Meet with TATs/consultants
Develop criteria for student
selection or placement
Student diagnosis
Identify tutors
Inservico training
Develop community involvement
activities

Status and reporting activities
Record progress
Serve on special committees
Review program progress
Information dissemination
Evaluation
No indication

Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach:

Individualized prescription
Identification of student skill levels
Teacher observation
Contracts
Individualized instruction
Progress checklists
Testing
Ilvview case histories
Staff conferences
Student/teacher conferences

rna
11a
N

1E3N

N
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Supplementary materials
Games, manipulatives
Audio-Visual, Multimedia
Commercially made programs
Student grouping
Special classes
Skill sessions
Field trips
Reading/language center
Reading specialist, tutors.
Language experience approach
Basal text instruction
No indication



Program Location:*

Reading is taught as a separate subject
ikeading is taught indirectly
through other subject matter

Special assistance. is provided outside the
classrooM for students in special need of
reading help
No indication

5. Student/Teacher Organization:

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

.1493

107

95

Mean
Semester
Reported

Number of
Hours
per Class

Single teacher--multi-subjects 104

Reading specialist (responsible for more
than one class) 0

Team teachers
Students doing cross-age teaching

,205

0

Tutor-specialis. 115

Tutor-aide 17

Other 6

No indication

6. Student Organization: Mean
Semester

Number
Hours

of

Reported per Class

Individualized reading instruction 4 1

Small groups (5 or fewer students) 16

Large groups (6 or more students) 279

No indication

*Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report
on each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported: 15
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7. Classroom Language (All Classes Combined):

Language of Instruction Native Language of Students
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking
Used) Language

Standard English
Non-Standard English
Spanish
French
American Indian
language or dialect
Japanese
No indication

8. Reading Approach:

100%,

Meaning emphasis
Code emphasis
Linguistics
Modified alphabet
Responsive environment
Programmed learning
Individualized reading
Language experience
Eclectic or teacher's own
Other
No indication

314

84%

2

14

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

86
43

17

0

8

36

56

28

17

3



Techniques Used for Reading Instruction:

Machine based programmed
instruction
Other programmed instruction
Gaming/simulation
Instructional TV
Interactive media
Intensive involvement
Discussion groups
Demonstration- performance
Lecture
Contracts
Use of supplementary materials
Other
No indication

315

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

17

39

4

9

39
0

33

89

7

1

69

5



10. Classroom Evaluation Procedures:

Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or
all students to determine individual reading needs.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for each student.
The teacher' has formulated or selected
specific obj4ctives for the entire class.
The teacheilhas developed or identified an
instruritent for measuring attitudes toward reading.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward
reading for the entire class.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives let for each individual.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for the entire class.
Visible records are kept of class performance.

Records of each student's performance are kept
with respect to each objective.
Students are kept informed of their progress.

Students are involved in self-evaluation.

Parents are informed of students' progress.

No indication

Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: _150,000
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Number of
Classrooms
in Which
Procedure
Used1.~Im

15

14

14

4

10
1,11011111111.

10

14

6

15

12

14
.04



MA3011 FINDINGS AND RIA0V NDATIONS REPORTED INink-o-nrcrt.
1. Project Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment

Project Objectives

STUDENT

Student Attitude
Student Behavior
Student Readin Achievement
Reading-Related Skills

TEACHER
Teacher Competency

Degree of
Aecomplishment

a cob

Teacher Attitude
Teacher Behavior

PARENT/COMMUNITY
Parent/Community
Involvement
Parent Attitude

PROGRAM

Information Dissemination
Individualization of
Instruction
Innovations
Inservice Training
Additional Materials,
Services or Personnel

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Program Objectives
and. Degree of Accomplislunent" or under "Major Findings". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.
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Major s*

Major Area

STUDENT , ll .1
Reading Achievement
l,eadin -Related Skills
S cial Skills
Attitude

TEACHER.

Competency
Attitude

II
MI

III

TeacherSt dent Relations
Teacher-Staff Relations

III

PARENT /COMMUNITY
Support
Involvement

PROGRAM

Success of Inservice Training
Program Flexibility
Helpfulness of Technical Assistance
Significant. Changes in Reading
Approach

X
Individualization of Instruction
Value of Assistance from
Aides Volunteers

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Major Findings" or
under "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data iri the self-evaluation.
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3. pronan Recommendations

Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports
were categorized into the areas listed below. An "X" indicates that
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area.

Imobwialit

More emphasis on reading-related skills

increased emphasis on improving student achievement

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude

More romedial help

Increased effort to involve parents/community

Increased school-parent communications

X More staff training

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach

More emphasis on individualization of instruction
01011100.111

Expand program within school/school district

X More materials/equipment/personnel

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency1*
41111 Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude

Improved evaluation techniques

Re-definition of needs

Improved communication with HEW

X Continued funding

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS
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INDIVI!.)UAL SITE ASSESSMENT

School: 2101

Grades: K-6

Schrte,l Mara clod rile:.

1. Gee ra hie Region
A 13* C D F

MIEN Mil ill
*States in this region are: D.C., Delaware, Illinois, Indiana,
Maryland, Michigan, Ohio, Pennsylvania, 1,,irginia, West
Virginia

Z. Urban-Rural Index

Urban

3. Student Population (Total School)

Total Reported Enrollment 968

Suburban Rural

Total Students in Each Grade Level

Grade No. of Students Grade No. of Students
K 144 7

1 145 8

2 145 9

3 145 10

4 117 11

5 117 12 '
6 Spec Ed.117

,21.11M,MS.

38

Student Ethnicity (Total School)
Percent

American Indian
Asian
Black
Mexican American
Puerto Rican
White
Other

321
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B. Right to Read Student Characteristics

1. Amount of Time in Programs 1972-73 School Year
2. Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level

and Ethnic Breakdown

'Grade

Total Percent
No. of

Students

144

American
Indian

.

Black]

1

Mexican
American

Asian
American

Puerto
Rican White

100

Other
K

1

f- 145 100

2 145 1 99

3 145 100

4 117 100

-1
;

117 100

6 117 100

7

8

9 I

1©

11
1

12

Spec E. 38 100
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Itoadipg aaina for 1972-73 School Year*
(sue Vol, II, V, A for detailed roport)

. o Grade Level
(includes only levels
for which data were
reported)

1

2

3

4

5

6

Mean Ccdu per lvIo»111 St. Dev,

0.8
0. 7

0.8
0.9

o Overall. Mean Gain for School A.1:1

(means adjusted for differing class sizes)
Name of Standardized
Test(s) Used

C. Right to Read Teacher Characteristics

e Total Number Reported

-ITBS

...0.11.sataNa1

wr

0,6

0.7
0,7

0. 7

Dr-1
Mean Ran

Age
1 31 1 127:357-

No. Years Teaching Experience L.6 1

Male Female
Sex

Ethnicity
No.

Percent

Degree No.

No.
Percent 5

Mexican Puerto No
Arm. Ind Asian Black Amer Rican White Other Indicatioa

8 4 1

34 60i -11

P iD Other No IndicationBA or BS MA or MS
9

Human- Fine No indi
Area of Educ Soc Sci ities Arts Ph s Sci Math Other cation
Degree No.

Job Title No,

Residential No,
Index

Read Reading Bilingual Multi
Spec Teache' Spec Subject Other Indication

Inner Cit Urlx, !I Suburban Rural No Indication

No

1 =7=1
1111111111111111111111111111111111 ,..0.11-10.1.

Total number of classes for which achievement data wore reported:_______`
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Teacher Attitude Toward Right To Road Features
(figures indicate number of teachers responding) No Indica-

tion or NotEffectiveness .Included
Excellent .de utsq9L5oo2. Very Poor in Program

Parent Involve-
ment

In-service
Training

Reading
Specialist

Instructional
Materials

1 3 4 15

6

e Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing to
Teach in Right To Read Program next year:

Yes
Yes, if changes are made
Questionable
No

No Rcsponse
D. Identification of Project Director

District Reading Reading Classroom No Title
t. Principal Specialist Teacher Teacher Other IndicatedSu

No; of
Teachers:
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Effectiveness of Right To Read Materials

Program Planning Procedure
(PPP)

Very Not No
Useful Useful Useful Indication

(k document with charts guiding the school in such areas as
parent involvement, identification and prioritising of student
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches,
materials,and program organisations, Also supplied infortnation
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program)

Ways in which PPP was used in program:

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No
and Plannin: Student/Teacher Needs of Ob'ectives Priorities Eval. Indication

Status and Reporting Center
(S and RC)

Very Not No
Useful Useful Useful Indication

X

(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve-
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D. C.)

Ways in which S and RC was used:

Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference
Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source

Forecast Information No
Outcomes Di'ssemi'nation Indication

325
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F, Technical Assistant Utilization

Rating of Helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

Technical Assistant Activities:

1. Program planning

2. Program implementation

3. Interpret Right to Read
planning materials

4. Work on the Unit Task Force

5. Develop Work Statement/
Proposal

6. Develop or identify
curriculum materials

7. Needs asessment

8. Diagnosis/prescription

9. Identify objectives

10, Staff development

11. Identify ay.,ernate approaohes

12. Develop team teaching

13. Observe classes

14. Advise on parental
involvement

15. Recommend consultants

16. Budget planning

17. Evaluation

18. Liaison with Right to Read,
Washington, D. C.

19. Plan for 1973-74 program

20. No indication of activity
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Parent Involvement

Extent of
Involvement

Activities:

1. Unit Task Force

2. Program planning

3. Program implementation

4. Develop materials

5. Purchase/repair materials
6. Aides, tutors, volunteers

7. Advisory council

8. Woikshops, conferences

327

11

High Medium Low No Indication

9. Reding is

10. PTA, open house, other
traditional meetings

11. Supplementary activities

12. Community relations

13. Information dissemination

14. No indication



H. Teacher Aides

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides
Worked in classrooms
Were paid
Were: Parent

Student teacher
Community organization member
High school student
Other

Average number of hours aides worked
per semester
Types of Activities Performed:
Tutoring students
Marking tests
Distributing materials
Working in sm11 and large groups
Preparing materials
Liaison with parents and other outside personnel
Bus monitoring
Supervising recreational activities in or outside
class
Classroom maintenance
Supervising field trips
Other

12

Teacher rating of aidesi effectiveness (figuras indicate number
of teachers reporting data)

Very Very
Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective
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1. Inservice Training:

Individuals responsible for training:

Consultants
Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members
Project director
Reading specialiFit
Classroom teacher
No indication

Individuals trained:

Reading specialist/teacher
Classroom teachers
Other staff
Paraprofessionals
Parents
No indication

Training areas.

Learning theory
Student background and self
concept
Language development
Motor and perceptual skills
Right to Read Program
Diagnostic/ prescriptive
approach

31)

Instructional approach
Instructional materials
Teaching techniques
Classroom organization and
management
Evaluation
No indication

13

=111..11.0

X

X

11111..



Training Methods:

Group or individual meetings, seminars, workshops,
conferences
School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom
observations
University courses
Video taping, au:Ito visuals, multi-media
No indication

Z. Unit Task Force Activities

Plannity Phase

14

Rating of helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

X

UTF Members:

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of meetings%

Very No
Frequent_ Frequent Infrequent Indication

X
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1,,

-Meet with TATS

'Develop proposal or work
;..sfotaternent
'-Needs assessment
'Develop diagnostic/prescriptive
approach
Identify objectives
Gather data
Complete PPP

Implementation Phase

Rating of Helpfulness:

UTF members:

Develop materials
Inservice training
Budget

Information dissemination
Develop tests
Evaluation
No indication

Very
Hel ful Hel

Not No
ful. Hel ful Indication

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of Meetings:

Very
Fre uent NoPre u:nt Infra went Indicatio

331



Types of Activities;

Meet with TATs/conSultants
Develop criteria for student
selection or placement
Student diagnosis
Identify tutors
Inservice training
Develop community involvement
activities

I6

Status and reporting activities
Record progress
Servo on special committees
Review program progress
Information dissemination
Evaluation
No indication

3. Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach:

individualized prescription
Identification of student skill levels
Teacher observation
Contracts
Individualized instruction
Progress checklists
Testing
Review case histories
Staff conferences
Student/teacher conferences

U
m
U
U

U

332

Supplementary materials
Games, manipulatives
Audio- Visual, Multimedia
Commercially made programs
Student grouping
Special classes
Skill sessions
Field trips
Reading/language center
Reading specialist, tutors
Language experience approach
Basal text instruction
No indication



Program Locations*

Reading is taught us a separate subject
Reading is taught indirectly
through other subject matter

Special assistance is provided outside the
classrOom for students in special need of
reading help
No indication

5. Stwient/Teacher Organization:

Single teachermulti-subjects
Reading specialist (responsible for more
than one class)
Team teachers
Students doing cross-age teaching
Tutor-specialist
Tutor-aide
Other
No indication

6. Student Organization:

Individualized reading instruction
Small groups (5 or fewer students)
Large groups (6 or more students)
No indic.ation

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

92

180

26

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

16

L33

*Information on items four through tea was obtained by asking teachers to reporton each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported: 23
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7. Classroom Language (All Classes Combined):

Language of Instruction Native Language of Students
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking
Used) Language

Standard English
Non.Standard English
Spanish
French
American Indian
language or dialect
Japanese
No indication

8. Reading Approach:

100%

111.14111.1.1MMIN,

11111.10.111111.4.1.1

Meaning emphasis
Code emphasis
Linguistics
Modified alphabet
Responsive environment
Programmed learning
Individualized reading
Language experience
Eclectic or teacher's own
Other
No indication

334

99%
1

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

50

28

4

0

10

17

10

16

0



9. Techniques Used for Reading Instruction;

Machine- based programmed
instruction
Other programmed instruction
Gaming/aimulation
Instructional TV
Interactive media
Intensive involvement
Discussion groups
Demonstration- performance
Lecture
Contracts
Use of supplementary materials
Other
No indication

335

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

38

16

44

91

47

2

62

0

19



10. Classroom Evaluation Procedures:

Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or
all students to determine individual reading needs.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for each student,
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for the entire class,
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward
reading for the entire class.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for each individual.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for the entire class,
Visible records are kept of class performance.

Records of each student's performance are kept
with respect to` each objective.
Students are kept informed of their progress.

Students are involved in self-evaluation.

Parents are informed of studento' progress,

No indication

20

Number of
Classrooms
in Which
Procedure
Used

21

17

21

17

12

18

17

15

17

20

32

23

11. Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: Not clearly indicated
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MA OR PIN rNas AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN

1. Project8 and Degree of Accomplishment ks'

Project Objectives

21

STUDENT

Student Attitude
Student Behavior
Student Reading Achievement X

Reading.Related Skills
TEACHER

-..4Teacher Competency
Teacher Attitude

,rowyou

Teacher Behavior
PARENT /COMMUNITY) COM1114UNrTY

X X
Parent/Community
Involvement
Parent Attitude X A X

PROGRAM-, .........
Information Dissemination
Individualization of
Instruction
Innovations

,

Inservice Training
Additional Materials,
Services or Personnel ,

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Program Objectives
and Degree of Accomplishnent" or under "Major Findings". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.
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2. Major Finding,*

22

STUDENT MEE
11111111111111111111111
1111111111111111.1111

111111111111

111.11=11.1111
111.11111111111111111111

=IMO
11111111

MIME
11111111

Ell
11111111

R4t!sikul244c11i vement
AeadIngRelated Skills
Social Skills
At

TEACHER
etCom etpay______

Attitude
Teacher -Student elations
Teacher-Staff Relations

PARENT/COMMUNITY
Su ort
Invol ement

PROGRAM
Success of Inservice Trainin:
Program Flexibility

1111111110

Helpfulness of Technical Assistance
Significant Changes in Reading
A roach
Individualization of Instruction
Value of Assistance from
Aides Volunteers

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Major Findings" or
under "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data 10, the self-evaluation.
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3, Program Recommendations.

Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports
were categorized into the areas listed below. An "X" indicates that
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area.

.101111.

110.

1111MINNOM.10

OINNIONIN11101

00.101.M.

..1.1111.111

More emphasis on reading-related skills

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude

More remedial Delp

Increased effort to involve parents/community

Increased school-parent communications

More staff training

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach

More emphasis on individualization of instruction

Expand program within school/school district

More materials/equipment/personnel

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude

Improved evaluation techniques

Re-definition of needs

Improved communication with HEW

Continued funding

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS X

3'3 9
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Schoolt 2105

Grades: 1.6

School C )aracteriStieti

1. Geographic Roglon
A 13''C DEIKE=J

*States ,in this region are: D.C1 Delawar6, Illinois, Indiana,
Maryland, Michigan, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Virginia, WestVirginia

2. Urban-Rural index

Urban Suburban Rural

3, Student Po tttL)nLTotalSchool)

Total Reported Enrollment 828
Total Students in Each Grade Level

Grade No. of Students
K

1

2

3

4

5

6

121

Grade No. of Students
7

135 a
125 9

121 10

114 11

111 12

101

Student Ethnicity (Total School)

American Indian
Asian
Black
Mexican American
Puerto Rican
White
Other

341

Percent



Right to Read Student Characteristics

1. Amount of Time in Program: 1972-73 School Year
2, Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level

and Ethnic Breakdown

5

Grade

Total Percent
Na of

Students
American

Indian
.

Black
Mexican

American
Asian

American
Puerto
Rican White Other

It

1 135 13 3 1 81

2- 125 IA J4
85

3 .1
I3

121 11 2

4
114 7 4 88 4

5
111 11 89

6
101 5 95

7

a 1
9

10

11

12

342



fOr 1972;13 School...Yam**
(soy Vol. 11, VI A for detailed report)

Grad° Levol lot+
(incindes only levels
for which data wore

Mean Clain per Month

1

2

3

4

5

6

11W
1,0

a Overall Mean Min for School 0.9
(means adjusted for differing class sizes)

o Name of Standardized
ITBSTest(s) Used

C. Right to Read Teacher Characteristics

o Total Number Reported

0 Age

No. Years Teaching Experience

o Sex

Ethnicity
No.

Percent

No.
Percont.

.....0

Mean
145

Maio
F- 771
t: 6 j

Range
1.22..a51_1

Female

Mexican Puerto No
Amr Ind Asian Black Amer Rican White Other lntlidatim i

2
12.

BA or 133 MA or MS PhD Other No IndicationDegree No.

Area of
Degree No.

Job Title No.

Human,- Fine No Indi
Ednc floc Set ides Arta Ph sSci Math- Other cation

NoRead
S)06

Reading
'Teacher

Bilingual
S ec

Multi
Subic:let Other Indication

111731111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111

Inner Cit Urban Suburban Rural No IndicationResidential No,
Index

13number of clasnes for which achievement data wore reported:
**Does not include combined classes
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Teacher Attitude Toward Right To Read Feature's
(figures indicate number of teachers responding)

Effecti vanes

Parent Involve-
ment

In-service
Training

Reading
Specialist

Instructional
Materials

Excellent Good Ade uate Poor Very Poor

No Indica.
Lion or Not
Included
in Pro rainr.........----.

6 15.
3 1 17

5 7 2 3

3 10 4 4

Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing to
Teach in Right To Read Program next year:

Yes
Yes, if changes are made
Questionable
No

No Response
D. Identification of p_Lojitclt211,

District Reading Reading Classroom
Su a t, Princi al S ecialist Teacher Teacher Other

344

No; of
Teachers:

No Title
Indicated



9

Effectivenesss Right Read Materials
Very Not No

Program Planning Procedure Useful Useful Useful Indication
(PPP) I xf

(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as
parent involvement, identification and prioritising of student
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches,
materialo,and program organisations. Also supplied information
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program4

Ways in which PPP was used in program:

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing
and Planning Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities

Status and Reporting Center
(S and RC)

Ongoing No
Eval. Indication

X

Very Not No
Useful Useful Useful Indication

X

(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D. C,)

Ways in which S and RC was used:

Program Student/Teacher Task iDisplay Reference
Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source

F
Fore,,ast Information No
Outcomes Di'ssemi'nation Indication
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F. Technical AJsistit Utilization

Rating of Helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

Technical Assistant Activities:

Wooloeiftr

1. Program planning 11. Identify alternate approaches
2. Program implementation 12. Develop team teaching

.0.
*.

3. Interpret Right to Read
planning materials

13. Observe classes

14. Advise on parental
4. Work on the Unit Task Force involvement

5. Develop Work Statement/ 15. Recommend consultants

111111M,

Proposal
16. Budget planning

10.
6. Develop or identify

curriculum materials 17. Evaluation

7. Needs assessment 18, Liaison with Right to Read,
Washington, D. C.

.11110011111.14

8. Diagnosis/prescription
19. Plan for 1973-74 program

1.
9. Identify objectives

20. No indication of activity
10. Staff development

41111011100.40
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Parent Involvement

Extent of
Involvement

Activities:

1. Unit Task Force

2. Program planning

3. Program implementation

4. Develop materials

5, Purchase/repair materials

6. Aides, tutors, volunteers

7. Advisory council

8. Workshops, conferences

347
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High Medium Low No Indication

9. Reding is

10. PTA, open house, other
traditional meetings

11. Supplementary activitie s

12. Community relations

13. Information dissemination

14. No indication



Teacher Aides

Percentage of Teachers Reportin Aides
Worked in classrooms
Were paid
Were Parent

Student teacher
Community organization member
High school sttident
Other

Average number of hours aides worked,
per semester
Types of Activities Performed:
lutoring students
Marking tests
Distributing materials
Working in small and large groups
Preparing materials
Liaison with parents and other outside personnel
Bus monitoring
Supervising recreational activities in or outside
class
Classroom maintenance
Supervising field trips
Other

12

5%

5Q

5

0

15,

X.

X

Teacher rating of aides" effectiveness (figures indicate number
of teachers reporting data)

Very Very
Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective

1



Program Characteristics

Inservice Training;

Individuals responsible for training:

Consultants
Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members
Project director
Reading specialist
Classroom teacher
No indication

Individuals trained:

Reading specialist/teacher
Classroom teachers
Other staff
Paraprofessionals
Parents
No indication

Training areas.

Learning theory
Student background and self
concept
Language development
Motor and perceptual skills
Right to Read Program
Diagnostic/prescriptive
approach

O

349
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Instructional approach
Instructional materials
Teaching techniques
Classroom organization and
management
Evaluation
No indication



14

Training Methods:

Group or individual meetings, seminars, workshops,
conferences
School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom
observation'
University courses
Video taping, audio-visuals, multi-media
No indic'ation

2. Unit Task Force Activities

Planning, Phase

Rating of helpfulness: Very Not No
. Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

I I I LXI
UTF Members:

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of meetings:
Very
Frequent Frequent Infrequent

1

350

U
U
U

No
Indication

X



Types of Activities:

Meet with TAT s

Develop proposal or work
statement
Needs assessment
Develop diagnostic/prescriptive
approach
Identify objectives
Oather data
Complete PPP

Implementation Phase

e Rating of Helpfulness:

UTF members:

Develop materials
Inservice training
Budget
Information dissemination
Develop tests
Evaluation
No indication

15

Very Not No
Hel ful Hel ful Hel ful Indication

X I

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of Meetings:
Very
FreSuent Frequent

[ I

351

Infrequent
No
Indication

X



Types of Activities;

Meet with TATS /consultants
Develop criteria for student
selection or placement
Student diagnosis
Identify tutors
Insorvice training
Develop community involvement
activities

16

Status and reporting activities
Record progress
Serve on special committees
Review program progress
Information dissemination
Evaluation
No indication

3. Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach:

Individualized prescription
Identification of student skill levels
Teacher observation
Contracts
Individualized instruction
Progress checklists
Testing
Review case histories
Staff conferences
Student/teacher conferences

U
U
N
N
N
U
U
U

352

Supplementary materials
Games, manipulatives
Audio. Visual, Multimedia
Commercially made programs
Student grouping
Special classes
Skill sessions
Field trips
Reading/language center
Reading specialist, tutors
Language experience approach
Basal text instruction
No indication



4. Program Location:*

Reading is taught as a separate subject
Reading is taught indirectly
through other subject matter

Special assistance is provided outside the
classroom for students in special need of
reading help
No indication

5. Student/Teacher Organization:

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

113

172

64

17

Mean
Semester
,Reported

Number of
Hours
per Class

Single teacher -- multi- subjects 416

Reading specialist (responsible for more
than one class) 4

Team teachers 0

Students doing cross-age teaching 0

Tutor-specialist 13

Tutor-aide 1

Other
No indication. 41
6. Student Organization: Mean Number of

Semester Hours
Reported per Class

Individualized reading instruction 11

Small groups (5 or fewer students) 3

Large groups (6 or more students) 100

No indication

*Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to reporton each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported: 21
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7. Classroom Language (All Classes Combined):

Language of Instruction Native Language of Students
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking
Used) Language

Standard English
NonStandard English
Spanish
French
American Indian
language or dialect
J apane se
No indication

8. Reading Approach:

Meaning emphasis
Code emphasis
Linguistics
Modified alphabet
Responsive environment
Programmed learning
Individualized reading
Language experience
Eclectic or teacher's own
Other
No indication

354

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

41

45

7-3
0

1

0

0

24

0



Techniques Used for. Reading Instruction:

Machine - based programmed
instruction
Other programmed instruction
Gaming / simulation
instructional TV
Interactive media
Intensive involvement
Discussion groups
Remonstration- performAnce
Lecture
Contracts
Use of supplementary materials
Other
No indication

355

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported por Class

11

2

0

19

25

3

1

22

19



10. Classroom Evaluation Procedures:

Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or
all students to determine individual reading needs.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for each student,
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for the entire class,
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading,
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward
reading for the entire class.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for each individual,
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for the entire class,
Visible records are kept of class performance.

Records of each student's performance are kept
with respect to each objective.
Students are kept informed of their progress.

Students are involved in self-evaluation.

Parents are informed of students' progress,

No indication

20

Number of
Classrooms
in Which
P rocedure
used

20

19

21

4

19

18

16

16

20

12

21

11. Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: _not clearly indicated
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. MAJOR IN 'INCAS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN

1. Pro and Accomplishment''

Project Objectives

STUDENT

Student Attitude
Student Behavior X X ...--...,
Student Reading Achievement X X
Reading-Related Skills

TEACHER
Teacher Com 'atone
Teacher Attitude
Teacher Behavior

PARENT/COMMUNITY
Parent/Community
Involvement
Parent Attitude

PROGRAM
Information Dissemination
Individualization of
Instruction
Innovations
Inservice Training
Additional Materials,
Services or Personnel

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Program Objectives
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under "Major Findings". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.
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Major Findings*

Major Area

22

,.-....-

STILE

'...4
Reading Acjiievement 1/.00....1

in " ei ed Skills
,...s.......10..1

Social Skills
At itude

_

TEACHER

Competency
Attitu. e
Teacher-Student Relations
TeacherStaff Relations

PARENT/ COMMUNITY
Support
Involvement

PROGRAM

Success of Inservice Training
Pro ram Flexibilit
Hel fulness of Technical Assistance
Significant Changes in Reading
Approach
Individualization of Instruction
Value of Assistance from
Aides/Volunteers

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS X

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Major Findings', or
under "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment". The
reader 'should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.
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3, program Recommendations.

Recommendations contained within the selfeevaluation report
were categorized into the areas listed below, An ''X" indicates that
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area,

Vm. More emphasis on reading..related skills

0.1401106
Increased emphasis on improving student achievement

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude

More remedial help

Increased effort to involve parents/community

Increased school-parent communications

More staff training

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach

More emphasis on individualization of instruction

Expand program within school/school district

More materials /equipment /personnel

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency
0*1100101

11
..1106

Re-definition of needs

X Improved communication with HEW

Continued funding

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude

Improved evaluation techniques

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS
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School: 2402



A.

3

INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT

School

School: 2402

Grades: K -6

Characteristics
A 13 C D E* F

1. Geographic Region HIM 111111111111111101101

*States in this region area Colorado, Kansas, Iowa, Miisouri,
Minnesota, Montana, Nebraska, North Dakota, South Dakota,

' 'Utah, Wisconsin, Wyoming

2. Urban-Rural Index

Urban Suburban Rural

3. Student Population (Total School)

Total Reported Enrollment 186

Total Students in Each Grade Level

Grade No. of Students Grade No. of Students
K 25 7

1 26 8

2 20 9

3 33 10

4 28 11

5 26 12

6 28

Student Ethnicity (Total School)

American Indian
Asian
Black
Mexican American
Puerto Rican
White
Other

Percent

2



Right to Read Student Characteristics

1. Amount of Time in Program: 1972-73 School Year
2. Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level

and Ethnic Breakdown

Total
No. of

Grade Students
K 25

Percent
American

Indian Black
Mexican Asian

American American
Puerto
Rican White Other

4 96

1

2

26

20

41.* 97

3
33

95

100

4
28 100

.5
26 3.5 3.5

6
28 97

7

8

9

10

11

12



3. "leading Gains for 1972-73 School Year*
(see Vol. 11, V, A for detailed report)

Grade Level
(includes only levels
for which data wore
reported) Moan 011122223rti.2.nth St. Dev,

7

1

2 0.7
3 1.0
4 1.3
5 1.0
6 0.8

Overall Mean Cain for School
(means adjusted for differing class sizes)
Name of Standardized SATTest(s) Used

C. Right to Read Teacher Characteristics

Total Number Reported 1=
Mean

Age
Range

41 r"--374-] L 22-554.
No. Years Teaching Experience ="3 =MT I

Male Female
Sex

Percent
No.

Mexican Puerto No
Ethnicity Amr Ind Asian Black Amer Rican White Other Indication.

No.
Percent

0.7
1

1.3
0.9
1.2

1.1

altresuoroonwa.M......nwor.drowbilam

11111111111111111111111 100

Other No IndicationBA or BS
Degree N. E 8
Area of
Degree No.

MA or MS PhD

Human- Fine
Educ Soc Sci ities Arts

No Inds-
Ph s Sci Math Other cation

1111111111111111111111111111111111111 1111111111111

Read Reading Bilingual Multi No
Spec Teacher Spec Subject Other Indication

Job Title No. 1 I I I 4 1 ' 3-1....romrt..01M I
1Inner City Urban Suburban Rural No-Indication

Residential No. I
1 1 i 8 -1 ----c"---;-----1Index

Total number of classes for which achievement data were reported: 5
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Teacher Attitude Toward Right To Read Feature's
(figures indicate number of teachers responding) No Indica-

EffectivenoF;g tion or. Not

Parent Involve.
ment

In-service
Training

Reading
Specialist

Instructional
Materials

'Included
Excellent Good Ade uatci2EocLr ym...P22Lin Program

2 1 3

3 1

1.0.10..ftere.411.~.1......inammilm.aramorwo

Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing to
Teach in Right To Read Program next year

Yes
Yes, if changes are made
Questionable
No

No Response
Identification of Project Director

District
Su t, Princi S ecialist Teacher. Teacher . Other

11111111111111

Reading Reading Classroom No Title
.indicated
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E. Effectiveness of Read Materials
Very

Program Planning Procedure Useful Useful
(PPP)

X

Not
Useful

No
Indication

(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as
parent involvement, identification and prioritizing of student
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches,
materials,and program organizations. Also supplied information
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program)

Ways in'which PPP was used in program:

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No
and Planning Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities tval, Indication

Very Not No
Status and Reporting Center Useful Useful Useful Indication

(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve-
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D.C.)

(S aad RC)

X

Ways in which 'S and RC was used:

Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference
Planning Needs. Assessment Assignments Program Progress Sourcepose11.11.

Forecast Information No
Outcomes Dieseranation Indication

X
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F. Technical Assistant Utilization

Rating of Helpfulness: Very
Helpful

Not No
Helpful Helpful /ndication

Technical Assistant Activities3

Program planning

Program implementation

Interpret Right to Read
planning materials

Work on the Unit Task Force

Develop Work Statement/
Proposal

Develop or identify
curriculum materials

Needs assessment

Diagn.osis /prescription

Identify oWectives

Staff development

11. Identify alternate approaches

12. Develop team teaching

13. Observe classes

14. Advise on parental
involvement

lk. Recommend consultants

16. Budget planning

17. Evaluation

18. Liaison with Right to Read,
Washington, D.C.

19. Plan for 1973 74 program

20. No indication of activity



d. Parent Involvement

Extent of
Involvement

Activities:
r01111.1111

11

High Medium Low No Indication

1

1.

2.

3.

Unit Task Force

Program planning

Program implementation

X 9. Reading is Fundamental

10. PTA, open house, other
traditional meetings

11. Supplementary activities----t
4, Develop materials X

12. Community relationsX5. Purchase/repair materials
13. Information disseminationr---

6. Aides, tutors, volunteers
14. No indication

7.

8.

Advisory council

Workshops, conferences
11.01=111.
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Teacher Aides

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides
Worked in classrooms
Were paid
Were: Parent

Student teacher
Community organization member
High school student
Other. Average number of hours aides worked

per semester
Types of Activities Performed:
Tutoring students
Marking tests
Distributing materials
Working in small and large groups
Preparing materials
Liaison with parents and other outside personnel
Bus monitoring
Supervising recreational activities in or outside
class
Classroom maintenance
Supervising field trips
Other

12

Teacher rating of aides, effectiveness (figures indicate number
of teachers reporting data)

Very Very
Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective

I4



I. pro ram Characteristics

1. Inservice Training:

Ildividuals responsible for training:

Consultants
Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members
Project director
Reading specialist
Classroom teacher
No indication

Individuals trained:

Reading specialist/teacher
Classroom teachers
Other staff
Paraprofessionals
Parents
No indication

13

X

X

Training areas.

Learning theory Instructional approach X

Student background and self
1.111

Instructional materials
concept Teaching techniques X
Language development

.01110111111

Motor and perceptual skills
Classroom organization and
management

Right to Read Program Evaluation
Diagnostic/prescriptive' No indication
approach X



Training Methods:

Group or individual meetings, seminars, workshops,
conferences
School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom
observations
University courses
Video taping, audio-visuals, multi-media
No indication

2. Unit Task Force Activities

Planning Phase

14

r 1

Rating of helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

X

UTF Members:

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of meetings:
Very No
Fre uent Fre uent Infre uent IndicatiO_

X
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Types of Activities:

Meet with TAT s

Develop proposal or work
statement
Needs assessment
Develop diagnostic/prescriptive
approach
Identify objectives
Gather data
Complete PPP

Implementation Phase

Rating of Helpfulness:

UTF members:

Develop materials
Inservice training
Budget

Information dissemination
Develop tests
Evaluation
No indicatton

15

Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

I 1 X 1

Consultants
Administratols
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of Meetings:
Very
Frequent Frequent Infrequent

I _1_
No
Indication

X



Types of Activities:

Meet with TATS /consultants
Develop criteria for student
selection or placement
Student diagnosis
Identify tutors
Inservice training
Develop community involvement
activities

16

Status and reporting activities
Record progress
Serve on special committees
Review program progress
Information dissemination
Evaluation
No indication

3. Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach:

Individualized prescription
Identification of student skill levels
Teacher observation
Contracts
Individualized instruction
Progress checklists
Testing
Review case histories
Staff conferences
Student/teacher conferences

U
U
rt

Supplementary materials
Games, manipulative s
Audio- Visual, Multimedia
Commercially made programs
Student grouping
Special classes

RI Skill sessions
Field trips

UReading/language center
UReading specialist, tutors

Language experience approach
Basal text instruction
No indication



17

4. Program Location:*

Reading is taught as a separate subject
Reading is taught indirectly
through other subject matter

Special assistance is provided outside the
classroom for students in special need of
reading help
No indication

5. Student/Teacher Organization:

Single teacher--multi-subjects
Reading specialist (responsible for more
than one class)
Team teachers
Students doing cross-age teaching
Tutor-specialist
Tutor -aide
Other
No indication

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

103

33

82

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Clasb

6

0

34

133

1

12

6. Student Organization: Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

iiIndividualized ,eading instruction 20

Small groups (3 or fewer student ) 37,
Large groups (6 or more student ) 27

No indication

*Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report
on each class they taught, Total number of classes for which data were reported: 15

373
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7. Classroom Language (All Classes Combined):

Language of Instruction Native Language of Students
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking
Used) Language

Standard English
Non-Standard English
Spanish
French
American Indian
language or dialect
Japanese
No indication

8. Reading Approach:

100% 100%

A

1010111

Mean
Semester
Reported

Number
Hours
per

of

Class

Meaning emphasis 10

Code emphasis 34

Linguistics 7

Modified alphabet 0

Responsive environment
1=1

4

Programmed learning 21

Individualized reading 55

Language experience 2

Eclectic or teacher's own 14

Other 38

No indication
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9. Techniques Used for Reading Instruction:

Machine - based programmed
instruction
Other programmed instruction
Gaming/simulation
Instructional TV
Interactive media
Intensive involvement
Discussion groups
pemonstration- performance
Lecture
Contracts
Use of supplementary materials
Other
No indication

375

Mean Number f
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

17

35

18

2

0

12

11

5

1

1

37

19



10. Classroom Evaluation Procedures:

Diagnostic reading tests are usqd with most or
all students to determine individual reading needs.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for each student.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for the entire class.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading.
The teach6r has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward
reading for the entire class.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for each individual.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for the entire class.
Visibl: records are kept of class performance.

Records of each student's performance are kept
with respect to each objective.
Students are kept informed of their progress.

Students are involved in self-evaluation.

Parents are informed of students' progress.

No indication

11. Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: $40,000

376
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Number of
Classrooms
in Which
Procedure
Used

i5

13

10

3

13

13

10

11

14



J. MAJOR FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN
A

1. Project Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment*

Project Objectives

21

STUDENT

X.Student Attitude
Student Behavior X

Student Reading Achievement X X.,..

Reading-Related Ski Ile
TEACHER

Teacher Competency
Teacher Attitude
Teacher Behavior

PARENT/COMMUNITY

.
Parent/Commuricy
Involvement
Parent Attitude

PROGRAM

Information Dissemination
Individualization ofInstruction{_ X

Innovations
Inservice Training
Additional Materials,
Services or Personnel

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Program Objectives
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under "Major Findings". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.
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2, Major

Major Area

as,
44, 4.4

.P A, ..1?

4CI AP
tr I, ,k A+

41 If 4 4'w.f$ alq 4 o64).0

ti444) 41.7 Ao.%7%

JO to of etPk 5'

Doti

4 4$ 4 (..)%

22

STUDENT
Reading Achievement
Readin: -Related Skills
Social Skills
Attitude

TEACHER
Competency
Attitude
Teacher-Strident Relations
Teacher-Staff relations

PARENT/COMMUNITY
Support
Involvement X

PROGRAM

Success of Inservice Training
Pro. ram Flexibilit
Helpfulness of Technical Assistance
Significant Changes in Reading
Approach
Individualization of Instruction X

Value of Assistance from
Aides/Volunteers

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Major Findings" or
under "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment", The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data iri the self-evaluation.
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3. Program Recommendations

Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports
were categorized into the areas listed below. An "X" indicates that
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area.

.1.11110

1100.1.1ae

X

weafewmoom

More emphasie on reading-related skills

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude

More remedial help

Increased effort to involve parents/community

Increased school-parent communications

More staff training

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach

More emphasis on individualization of instruction

Expand program within school/school district

More materials/equipment/personnel

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude

Improved evaluation techniques

Re-definition of needs

Improved communication with HEW

Continued funding

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS

379
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School; 2602



School:

Grades:

INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT

2602

K -6

A, School Characteristics

1. Geographic Region
ABCDE*F=3(

3

*States in this region are; Colorado, Kansas, Iowa, Missouri,
Minnesota, Montana, Nebraska., North Dakota, South Dakota,
Utah, Wisconsin, Wyoming

2. Urban-Rural Index

Urban Suburban RuralF-1
3. Student Population (Total School)

Total Reported Enrollment 596
Total Students in Each Grade Level

Grade No. of Students Grade No. of Students
86

1 69 8
2 73 9

3 71 10

4 )04 11

5 95 12
6 98

Student Ethnicity (Total School)
Percent

American Indian 0. 5
Asian 0. 5
Black 6

Mexican American
Puerto Rican 17.100.0
White 93
Other

381



B. Right to Student arasts)istics

1. Amount of Time in Program; 1972 -73 School Year
2. Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level

and Ethnic Breakdown

'Grade

Total Percent
No. of

Students
American

Indian

!

Black
Mexican

American
Asian

American
Puerto
Rican White

99

Other

K 86 1

1 69 6 94

2 73 6 94

3
71 7 92

4
104 1 8 91

5
95 6 1 92

-I
6

98 8 92

7

8

9

10

11

12
.0.14........4

S.E.0

382



3, Iteadinp 11113 ior 1`.?? 71 School 1 ear*
(see Vol. it, VI A for Clutailed

o Grade, Level
(includes Only leVel8
for which data were
report ed)

2

3

4

5

6

la

)

(lititi i Nit:of 1.t

111...mmmamamaram..... ...mamma

I.

i.

9

o Overall Mean Gain for School
(means adjusted for differing class sizes)

o Name of Standardized Gates MacGinitieTest(s) Used

C. night to Read Teacher Characteristics

Total Number Reported

Age

No. Years Teaching Experience

o Sex

Ethnicity
No.

Percent

o Degree

No.
Percent.

r 2 t1 j

Mean
FEIT:1

Male

6

St. Dvv.
0We...wag ,

11.0.0....... Warm.

O. 0
...011mma a... am...am

0.9

0.9
malamaammaaar

11, ar.aaammmarmamummas ......UM

Ran 'o
E727-Ct

Female

Mexican Puerto
Amr Ind Asian Black Amer Rican White Other

No
In.(11(:a t i ca

18
---- 1

I

PJ 9:: ----]
BA or BS MA or MS P iD1 1No, 2(' 1

Area of
Degree No.

Job Title

Residential
Index

Other No Incliczition

Human. Fine No Incli-
Educ Soc Set itiC/3 Afts Phys Sci Math Other cation

Read Reading Bilingual Multi . No

No. L 1 J 5*
S ec Teacher Spec

1"--- '-1 .. L I

Subject Other Indication

Inner City Urban Suburban Rural No Indication
No, =.---- [ ______a 1 i j i ...L. I

;''`Total nurnter of classes for which achievement data were reported:

383
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Teacher Attitude Toward Right To Read Feature's
(figures indicate number of teachers responding)

Effectiveness

Parent Involve-
ment

In-service
Training

Reading
Specialist

Instructional
Materials

Excellent deed Adequate Poor Very Poor

No Indica-
tion or Not
'Included
in Program

1 4 3 12

1

5

9 8 2 1

Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing to
Teach in Right To Read Program next year:

Yes
Yes, if changes are made
Questionable
No

No Response
D. Identification of Project Director

District Reading Reading Classroom
Su t4 Principal S ecialist Teacher Teacher Other

384

No of
Teachers:+.664

17

No Title
Indicated



E. Effectiveness of Right To Read Materials
'Very

Program Planning Procedure Useful
(PPP)

Useful
Not No
Useful Indication

X

(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as
parent involvement, identification and prioritizing of student
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches,
materials,and program organizations. Also supplied information
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program}

Ways in which PPP was used in program:

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No
and Planning Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities Eval. Indication

X

Status and Reporting Center
(S aad RC)

Very . Not No
Useful Useful Useful Indication

X

(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve-
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D. C.)

Ways in which S and RC was used:

Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference
Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source

1

I X x

Forecast Information No
Outcomes Dissemination Indication

X
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Technical Utilization

Rating of Helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

Technical Assistant Activities:

1. Program planning 11. Identify alternate approaches

2. Program implementation 12. Develop team teaching

3. Interpret Right to Read
planning materials

13. Observe .classes

14. Advise on parental
4. Work on the Unit Task Force involvement

5. Develop Work Statement/ 15. Recommend consultants
Proposal

16. Budget planning
6. Develop or identify

curriculum materials 17. Evaluation

7. Needs assessment 18. Liaison with Right to Read,
Washington, De C.

8. Diagnosis /prescription
19. Plan for 1973.74 program

9. Identify objectives
20. No indication of activity

10. Staff development
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G. Parent Involvement

Extent of High Medium Low No Indication
Involvement

Activities:

1. Unit Task Force

2. Program planning

3. Program implementation

4. Develop materials

5. Purchase/repair materials

6. Aides, tutors, volunteers

7. Advisory council

8. Workshops, conferences

387

9. Reading is Fundamental

10. PTA, open house, other
traditional meetings

11. Supple manta ry activitie s

12. Community relations

13. Information dissemination

14. No indication



H, Teacher Aides

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides
Worked in classrooms
Were paid
Were; Parent

Student teacher
Community organization member
High school student
Other

Average number of hours aides worked
per semester
Types of Activities Performed:
Tutoring students
Marking tests
Distributing materials
Working in small and large groups
Preparing materials
Liaison with parents and other outside personnel
Bus monitoring
Supervising recreational activities in or outside
class
Classroom maintenance
Supervising field trips
Other

12

Teacher rating of aides° effectiveness (figures' indicate number
of teachers reporting data)

Very Very
Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective
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I. 11turam Characteristics

Inservice Training:

Individuals responsible for training;

Consultants
Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members
Project director
Reading specialist
Classroom teacher
No indication

Individuals trained;

Reading specialist/teacher
Classroom teachers
Other staff
Paraprofessionals
Parents
No indication

Training areas

Learning theory
Student background and self
concept
Language development
Motor and perceptual skills
Right to Read Program
Diagnostic / prescriptive
approach

agOarl

X

389

Instructional approach
Instructional materials
Teaching techniques
Classroom organization and
management
Evaluation
No indication

13



Training Methods:

Group or individual meetings seminars, workshops,
conferences
School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom
observations
University courses
Video taping, audiovisuals,
No indication

Unit Task Force Activities

Planning Phase,

Rating of helpfulness:

UTF Members:

14

Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indicatio

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of meetings:

Very Nc
Frequent Frequent Irdrecluent Indication,

X
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lb

Types of Actl Meet

,:-Meet with TATe

-:Develop proposal or work
';,;statement

Needs assessment
'-:Develop diagnostic/prescriptive
::;approach

Identify objectives
`tiathai data

`,.',Complete PPP

Develop materials
Insert ice training
Budget

Information dissemination
Develop tests
Evaluation
No indication

implementation Phase

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of Meetings:

a
Uaa
U
U

Very
NoF're uent Fre uent Infre uent Indication

X



* Types of Activities;

Meet with TATS /consultants
Develop criteria for student
selection or placement
Student diagnosis
Identify tutors
Inservice training
Develop community involvement
activities

16

Status and reporting activities
Record progress
Serve on special committees
Review program progress
Information dissemination
Evaluation
No indication

3. Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach%

Individualized prescription
Identification of student skill levels
Teacher observation
Contracts
Individualized instruction
Progress checklists
Testing
Review case histories
Staff conferences
Student/teacher conferences

iiaa
N
vi
II
N
LI

Supplementary materials
Games, manipulatives
Audio-Visual, Multimedia
Commercially made programs
Student grouping
Special classes
Skill sessions
Field trips
Reading/language center
Reading specialist, tutors
Language experience approach
Basal text instruction
No indication
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4, Program Locationt*

Reading is taught as a separate subject
Reading is taught indirectly
through other sAbject matter

Special assistance is provided outside the
classroom for students in special need of
reading help
No indication

5. Studant/Teacher Organization:

Single teachermulti-subjects
Reading specialist (responsible for more
than one class)
Team teachers
Students doing cross-age teaching
Tutor-specialist
Tutor-aide
Other
No indication

6. Student Organization:

Individualized reading instruction
Small groups (5 or fewer students)
Large groups (6 or more students)
No indication

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

165

98

84

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

172

258
16

25

72

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

')IInformation on items tour through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report
on each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported: 23
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7. Classroom Language (All Classes Combined):

Language of Instruction Native Language of Students
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking
Used) Language

Standard English
Non-Standard English
Spanish
French
American Indian
language or dialect
Japmlese
No indication

8. Reading Approachl

Meaning emphasis
Code emphasis
Linguistics
Modified alphabet
Responsive environment
Programmed learning
Individualized reading
Language experience
Eclectic or teacher's own
Other
No indication

394

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

13

31

1

1

32

27



Techniques Used for Reading Instruction:

Machine- based programmed
instruction
Other programmed instruction
Gaming/simulation
Instructional TV
Interactive media
Intensive involvement
Discussion groups
Demonstration- performance
Lecture
Contracts
Use of supplementary materials
Other
No indication

395

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported por Class

11

31

36

0

30

28

19



10. Clas 'room Evaluation Procedures:

Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or
all students to determine individual reading needs,
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for each student.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for the entire class.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward
reading for the entire class.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for each individual. 23

Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for the entire class, 11

Visible records are kept of class performance.
21

20

Number of
Claesrooms
in Which
Procedure
Used

21

23

20

Records of each studentts performance are kept
with respect to each objective. 23

Students are kept informed of their progress.
19

Students are involved in self-evaluation.

Parents are informed of students' progress.

No indication

11. Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: $30,000
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J. MAJOR FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN
SELP-tVALtrAtleii

1. Protect Objectives and Degree of

Project Objectives

STUDENT

Student Attitude

4

Student Behavior
Student Reading Achievement
Reading. Related Skills

TEACHER
Teacher Competency
Teacher Attitude
Teacher Behavior

PARENT/COMMUNITY
Parent/Community
Involvement
Parent Attitude

PROGRAM

Information Dissemin.ation
Individualization of
Instruction
Irmovations
Inservice Training
Additional Materials,
Services or Personnel

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Program Objectives
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under "Major Findings". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.
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2, a. n = r in ttngse

t

Major Area0.0...m....
STUDNNT

ReadinngAchievement
Reading -Relatod Skills
Social Skills
Attitude

TEACHER

Compete/icy__
Attitud
Teacher-Student Relations
Teacher-Staff Relations

22

tio",19 C14 41°

4. 44'
4f. eA4.

4 ,ty4

)6,4?t tk- o 40

4,k 441

111.

PARENT/COMMUNITY
Su iort
Involvement

00.111

PROGRAM

Success of Ineervice Training
Pr OAraM

Helpfulness of Technical Assistance
Significant Changes in Reading
Approach
Individualization of Instruction
Value of Assistance from
Aides Volunteers

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FIND/NOS

*Sites may have indicated program suck :ems under "Major Findings" orunder "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment''. The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the" sell- evaluation,



23

3. Program Recommendations

Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports
were categorized into the areas listed below. An "X" indicates that
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area.

im1010,1011M

10011111110

More emphasis on reading-related skills

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude

More remedial help

Increased effort to involve parents/community

Increased school-parent communications

Moro staff training

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach

More emphasis on individualization of instruction

Expand program within school/school district

More materials/equipment/personnel

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency

Increased emphasis bn improving teacher attitude

Improved evaluation techniques

Re-definition of needs

Improved communication with HEW

Continued funding

SITE )ID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS
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School; 2701



,INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT

School: 2701

Grades: PreK-8

A. School Characteristics

1. Geographic togionn

*States in this region arcs Colorado, Kansas, Iowa, Missouri,
Minnesota, Montana, Nebraska, North Dakota, South Dakota,
Utah, Wisconsin, Wyoming

A13 C D F
INN 11111111111111111111111111011 Mill

2. Urban-Rural Index

Urban Suburban Rural

3. Student Po tLilaUm_rotal. School

Total Reported Enrollment 20
Total Students in Each Grade Level

Grade No. of Students Grade No. of Students
K 15 7 42
1 22

m......11111
468

2 31 9

3 28 10

4 25 11

5 35 12

6 28 PreK 13

Student Ethnicity (Total School),
Percent

American Indian
Asian
flack
Mexican American
Puerto Rican
White
Other

401

1

2

1111.0.....
97



B, Right to Read Student Characteristics

1. Amount of Time in Program: 1972.73 School Year
2, Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level

and Ethnic Breakdown

Oracle

Total
No. of

Students

Percent
American

Indian
I

Black
Mexican

American
Asian

American
Puerto
Rican White Other

15 1 2 97[K

1 22 1 2 97

1 2 97
2 31

28 1 2 97
4

25 1 2 97'
5 35 1 2 97 II

1 2 976 28

7 42 1 2 97

8 46 1 2 97

,.....-9

10

11

12

110. ............6
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3. ltOadh!glOainti fair 197?...73 School
(sac Vol. III V* A for detsiled report)

7

8 211, ILL

Grade Level
(in-eludes only levels
for Which data wore
Barthel Muni: Cu ituasiltontll St, Devi

1 3.2 1.?
2 1.1 0.5
3 0.9 0. 8

4

5

6 7 2.1

Overall Moan Gain for School 1 1 1, 3
(means adjusted for differing class sizes)
Name of Standardized
Test(s) Used

Right to Read Teacher Characteristics

Total. Number Reported

Ago

No, Years Teaching Experience

Sax

Ethnicity
No.

Percent

Area of
Degree

No.
Percent

Gray Oral .Oates MacOinitie
..II1OMIILOVVI*~alr.Mlk.0011OAIMPOV

CAT, IThS

Mc"
r

Male

10...111.4.101....

Rane

Formic)

age
Mexican Puerto No

Amr Ind Asiaa Black Am o Jr Rican White Other Indication.... 4110111.00 MI. 10
1

9 -73
BA or ]3S MA or MS PhD Other No Indicp.tion

No. Eli

No.

Job Title No.

Residential N
Index

Human. Fine
Ethic Soc Sci ities Arts Ph sSci Math Other cation

Read Reading Bilingual Multi No
Spec Teacher Spec Subject Other Indication

Inner City Urban Suburban Rural No Indication

No Mai.

Total number of classes for which achievement data were reported:
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Teacher Attitude Toward Right To Read Feature's
l'igures indicate numl4r of toachor3 responding)

Effectiveneu
Excellent Good Ado Poor Ver Poor

Parent Involve-
ment

In.service
Training

Reading
Specialist

Instructional
Materials

www.110400..

1

No Indica-
tion or Nut
'Included
in Program

1

12

Teacher Preference Regarding Co, tinuing to
Teach in Right To Read Program iii:xt year:

Yes
Yes, if changes are made
Questionable
No

No Response
D. Identification of Pro ect Director

District
Su

Reading Reading. Classroom
Principal Specialist Teacher Teacher Other

No: of
Teachers:

No Title
Indicated

404



E. Effectiveness of Ri ht To Read Materials
'Very Not No

Program Planning.Procedure Useful Useful Useful Indication
(PPP)

X

(A doeurnAnt .7,.t,th that," guiding the school in such areas as
parent involvemont, idet tification and prioritising of student
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches,
materialstand program organisations. Also supplied information
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program)

Ways in,which PPP was used in program

Structuring Identification of Identification. Listing
and Plannin Student/Teacher Needs of Ob ectives Priorities Dial. Indication

Ongoing No

X

Very Not No
Status and Reporting Center Useful Useful Useful Indication
(S and RC)

X

(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve-
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D. C.)

Ways in which S and RC was used:

Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference
Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source

Forecast Information No
Outcomes Di'ssemi'nation Indication

405



Technical Assistant Utilization

Rating of Helpfulnessi Very
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

Not No

ini.nommin.sr

X

Technical Assistant ActiVitiest

Program planning

2. Program implementation

Interpret Right to Read
planning materials

Work on the Unit Task Force

Develop Work Statement/
Proposal

. Develop or identify
curriculum materials

7. Needs assessment

8. Diagnosis/prescription

9. Identify objectives

Staff development

11. Identify alternate approaches

12. Develop team teaching

13. Observe classes

14. Advise on parantal
involvement

15. Recommend consultants.

16. Budget planning

17. Evaluation

18. Liaison with Right to Read,
Washington, D. C.

19. Plan for 1973.74 program

20. No indication of activity
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G. Parent Involvement

gxtent of
Involvement

Activities:

High Medium Low No Indication

froMO/1.1.

1. Unit Task Force ..1 9. Reading is Fundamental
2. Program planning

rmie.m1.1 10. PTA, Open house, other
traditional meetings

3. Program implementation
11. Supplementary activities

4. Develop materials
12, Community relations

0.1011.01.1

5. Purchase/repair materials
13. Information dissemination

6. Aides, tutors, volunteers X
14. No indication

7. Advisory council

8. Workshops, conferences 4

407



H. Teacher Aides

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides
Worked in classrooms
Were paid
Were: Parent

Student teacher
Community organization member
High school student
Other

Average number of hours aides worked
per semester
Types of Activities Performed:
Tutoring students
Marking testa
Distributing materials
Working in small and large groups
Preparing materials
Liaison with parent° and other outside personnel
Bus monitoring
Supervising recreational activities in or outside
class
Classroom maintenance
Supervising field trips
Other

89%

0

89%

22%

787
89%

56%

108

X

Teacher rating of aides' effectiveness (figures' indicate number
of teachers reporting data)

Very Very
Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective

1

408



Program Characteristics,

1. Inservice Training:

Individuals responsible for training:

Consultants
Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members
Project director
Reading specialist
Classroom teacher
No indication

Individuals trained:

Reading specialist/teacher
Classroom teachers
Other staff
Paraprofessionals
Parents
No indication

Training areas.

Learning theory
Student background and self
concept
Language development
Motor and perceptual skills
Right to Read Program
Diagnostic/ prescriptive
approach

409

Instructional approach
TnAtriK4Innal materi?19
Teaching techniques
Classroom organization and
management
Evaluation
No indication

i3

X

X

X

X



Training Methods:

Group or individual meetings, seminars, workshops,
conferences
School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom
observations
University courses
Video taping, audio-visuals, multi-media
No indication

Z. Unit Task Force Activities

Planning Phase

Rating of helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

I X 1

UTF Members:

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of meetings:
Very No
Frequent Frequent Infrequent Indication

}.L.1

410



Types of Activities:

Moot with TAT s

Develop proposal or work
statement
Needs assessment
Develop diagnostic/prescriptive
approach
Identify objectives
Gather data
Complete PPP

Implementation Phase

.01
X

X

Rating of Helpfulness:

UTF members:

Develop materials
Inservice training
Budget
Information dissemination
Develop tests
Evaluation
No indication

Very Not No
Helpful Hel ful Hel ful Indication

X 1

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of Meetings:
Very
Frequent

No
Frequent Infrequent Indication

X
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Types of Activities;

Meet with TATs/consultants
Develop criteria for student
selection or placement
Student diagnosis
Identify tutors
Inservice training
Develop community involvement
activities

Status and reporting activities
Record progress
Serve on special committees
Review program progress
Information dissemination
evaluation
No indication

3. Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach:

Individualized prescription
Identifidation of student skill levels
Teacher observation
Contracts
Individualized instruction
Progress checklists
Testing
Review case histories
Staff conferences
Student/teacher conferences

U
WI

WI
U
U
U

412

Supplementary materials
Games, manipulatives
Audio- Visual, Multimedia
Commercially made programs
Student grouping
Special classes
Skill sessions
Field trips
Reading/language center
Reading specialist, tutors
Language experience approach
Basal text instruction
No indication



4, Program Location:*

Reading is taught as a separate subject
Reading is taught indirectly
through other suhpict matter

Special assistance is provided outside the
classroom for students in special need of
reading help
No indication

5. Student/Teacher Organization:

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

130

262

30

Mean
Semester
Reported

Number of
Hours
per Class

Single teachermulti-subjects 226
Reading specialist (responsible for more
than one class) 45
Team teachers 72

Students doing cross-age teaching 26
Tutor-specialist 20
Tutor -aide 0

Other 24
No indication

6. Student Oronization: Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

Individualized reading instruction 51

Small groups (5 or fewer students) 57
Large groups (6 or more students) 136

No indication

*Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report
on each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported: 9
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7. Classroom Language (All Classes Combined):

Language of Instruction Native Language of Students
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking
Used) Language

Standard English
Non.Standard English
Spanish
French
American Indian
language or dialect
Japanese
No indication

8. Reading Approach;

100% 91%

Mean
Semester
Reported

Number of
Hours
per Class

&Waning emphasis 30
Code emphasis 20
Linguistics 0

Modified alphabet 0

Responsive environment 17

Programmed learning 33
Individualized reading 21

Language experience 4
Eclectic or teacher's own 30
Other
No indication

.11116111114...M.A1M,
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9. Techniques Used for Reading Instruction:

Mean
Semester
Reported

Machine- based programmed

Number of
Hours

per Class

instruction 18

Other programmed instruction 62
Gaming /simulation 0'

Instructional TV 5

Interactive media
Intensive involvement 0

Discussion groups 21

Demonstration, performance 30
Lecture 8

Contracts 0

Use of supplementary materials 45
Other 0
No indication

415



10. Classroom Evaluation Procedures:

Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or
all students to determine individual reading needs.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for each student.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for the entire class.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward
reading for the entire class.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for each individual.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for the entire class.
Visible records are kept of class performance.

Records of each student's performance are kept
with respect to each objective.
Students are kept informed of their progress.

Students are involved in self-evaluation.

Parents are informed of students' progress,

No indication

11. Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: $30,000

416

Number of
Classrooms
in Which
Procedure
.Used

8

9

9

9 ti

7

9

8

5

9



J. MAJOR FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTZD IN
PROJECT SELF -EVALU I N

1, Project Objectives and Dettree of Accomplishment

Project Objectives

STUDENT

Student Attitude
Student Behavior X X ,

Student iket Achievement _x

X XReadinix.Related Skills
TEACHER

Teacher Com 'etenc
Teacher Attitude

1

Teacher Behavior
PARENT/COMMUNITY

Parent/Community
Involvement
Parent Attitude

PROGRAM

Information Dissemination
Individualization of
Instruction x
Innovations
Inservice Trainin.
Additional Materials,
Services or Personnel x X

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Program Objectives
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under "Major Findings". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.
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Z. la oalLLitgIdin e*

Major Area

STUDENT

1111111111
111,11111111111111111111

11111111111111111111111

IIIINIIIIMIIIIIIIMall
11111111111111=
IIIIIIIIMII
11111111111111111111

MI
IIIIIIIIIIIMUIIIIII

IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII

1111111111111111

1111

11111111

Readin: chi .vement
Readin -Rotated Skills
Social Skills
Attitud .

TEACHER
Co terlay_
Attitude .

Teacher-Student Relations
Teacher-Sta f stations

PARENTICOMMUNITY
S sort
I of ement

PROGRAM

S cc o Ins r is Train n
Pro ram Flext ilit
H.l.fulnes of Technical Assistance
Significant Changes in Reading

..r. ci
Individ Hs tio a hist' action
Value of Arsistance from

id a Vol n e r

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Major Findings" or
under "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment". The
reader should refer to both sections for a compiete understanding of
how eucceseul the program was according to data iti thcielf.eValuation.
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Program Recommendations_

Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports
were categorized into the areas listed below. An "X" indicates that
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area

1101.11

WORN

1.11111/0110

.111.10,1111.0

AMONINONNO

00.01.1010

.641111111

emologrixte

*rowan.

wilmay.1611

eilwrOONI

0.1.0

.11,40011111,

NOMMINIM

More emphasis on reading related skills

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude

More remedial help

Increased effort to involve parents/community

Increased school-parent communications

More staff training

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach

More emphasis on individualization of instruction

Expand program within school/school district

More materials/equipment/personnel

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude

Improved evaluation techniques

Re-definition of needs

Improved communication with HEW

Continued funding

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS X
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School: 2801



.INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT

School: 2801

Grados: K-6

School Characteristics

1. .94zat2.12.124/1921

*States in this region aret Colorado, Kansas, Iowa, Missouri,
Minnesota, Montana, Nebraska, North Dakota, South Dakota,
Utah, Wisconsin, Wyoming

ABCDE*F
1111111111111111111110111111

2, Urban-Rural Index

Urban Rural

3, Studont Population (Total School)

Total Reported Enrollment 446
Total Studentsrin Each Grade Level

Grade No. of Students Grade No. of Students
K 61 7

1 63 8

2 58 9

3 67 10

4 64 11

5 71 12

6 62

Student Ethnicity STotal School)

American Indian
Asian
Black
Mexican American
Puerto Rican
White
Other

421

Percent
7

56

37



Ri ht to Read Student Characteristics

1. Amount of Time in Programs 1972.73 School Year
Z. Number of Right to Read Students in Each Oracle Level

and Ethnic Breakdown

air de

T Potal ercent

No. of
Students

American
Indian Black

Mexican
American

Asian
American

Puerto
Rican White Other

K 61 7 67 26

I 63 7 67 26

2 58 10 53 37

3 67 9 58 33

4 64 7 47 46

5_ 71 8 54 38

36
4_.....

6 62 1 63

7

8

9

10

11

12

___.....
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Readi»A Clains for 972-73 Sc:heel y(q.11.44
(see Vol. 11, V, A .fm.. detailed report)

Grtide Level
(includes only level
for which data were
xe_ps.)2ted) Mean Cihin pc.lr Month St. Dev.

1 1.8 1.4
2 1.2 0.9
3 0.9 1. 1

4 1.3
5 0.9 1.1

6 0.8 1.5

a Overall Mean Clain for School
(means adjusted for differing class sizes)
Name of Standardized :BRATost(s) Used

. Right to Read Teacher Characteristics

e Total Number Reported

0 Ago

No. Years Teaching Experience

e Sex

Ethnicity
No.

Percent

Degree

Area of
Degree No.

Job Title

No.

Residential
Index

No.
Percent

.11.64114.

1 3

Mean RangeEiTrt.=
Erzir.=

marl Female

10

Mexican Puerto No
Amr Ind Asian Black Amer Rican White Other Indication
___ ...... 4 17

811 9 1111.111*

PhD Other No Indication

No 3ndiHuman- Fine
Educ Soc Sci itics Arts Ph n Sei Math Other cation
Li

Road Reading 1311ingual Multi No
S ec Teacher Spec Sublect Other Indication

No. -TT I

Inner Cit Urban Suburban Rcral No Indication
No. 8 7 5

I....1...awaan..gauio..1
Total number of classes for which achievement data were roportek_17._
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Teacher Attitude Toward Right To Road Feature's
(figures indicate number of teachers responding) No Indica-

tion or NotEffectiveness
'IncludedExcellent Good /..cleluate Poor Very Poor in Program

Parent Involve-
ment

In-service
Training

Reading
Specialist

Instructional
Materials

2 ii

5

6

Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing to No: ofTeach in Right To Read Program next year: Teachers;
Yes
Yes, if changes are made
Questionable
No

No Response
D kkailifisath,aclryi212s12111922L

District Reading Reading ClassroomSupt., Principal Specialist Teacher Teacher
x

Other

424

No Title
IndicatedIL ...W00.1.



Effectiveness of Ri ht To Read Materials
Very Not NoProgram Planning Procedure Useful Useful Useful Indication(PPP)

(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas asparent involvement, identification and prioritizing of studentneeds and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches,
materials, and program organizations. Also supplied informationon redirection of existing resources to support the new program)

Ways in which PPP was used in program:

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing Noand Planning Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities Eval, Indication

X

Very Not NoStatus and Reporting Center Useful Useful Useful Indication
(S avid RC)

X

(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve-ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surroundingschools and Right to Read, Washington, D. C.)
Ways in which S and RC was used:

Program Student/Teacher Task Display ReferencePlanning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source

r
MINIPI=M111

Forecast Information No
Outcomes Di'ssemi'nation Indication

X
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Technical Assistant Utilization

Rating of Helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

Lx
Technical Assistant

Program planning

Activities:

11. Identify alternate approaches

2. Program implementation 12. Develop team teaching
110.111111.1114

3. Interpret Right to Read
planning materials

13. Observe classes

14, Advise on parental
4. Work on the Unit Task Force involvement

5. Develop Work Statement/ 15. Recommend consultants
Proposal

6.1walmo

16. Budget planning
. Develop or identify

curriculum materials 17. Evaluation

7. Needs assessment 18. Liaison with Right to Read,
Washington, D. C.

111

8. Diagnosis /prescription
19. Plan for 1973-74 program

9. Identify objectives
20. No indication of activity

10. Staff development X
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1111

G. Parent Involvement

Extent of
Involvement

Activities:

1. Unit Task Force

2, Program planning

3. Program implementation

4. Develop materials

5. Purchase /repair materials

6. Aides, tutors, volunteers

7, Advisory council

8. Workshops, conferences

427

High Medium Low No Indication

9. Reading is Fundamental

10. PTA, open house, other
traditional meetings

11. Supplementary activities

12. Community relations

13, Information dissemination

14. No indication



H. 'ItaAkLAL. des

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides
Worked in classrooms
Were paid
Wares Parent

Student teacher
Corritnunity organisation member
High School student
Other

Average number of hours aides worked
per semester
Type of Activities Performeds
Tutoring students
Marking tests
Distributing materials
Working in small and large groups
Preparing materials
Liaison with parents and other outside personnel
Bus monitoring
Supervising recreational activities in or outside
class
Classroom maintenance
Supervising field trips
Other

Teacher rattitroflidesi effectiveness (figural indicate number
of teachers reporting data)

Very - Very
Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective
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Program Ckaracteristice

1Qs9rvice Training:

individuals responsible for training:

Consultants
Technical ASsistat,t Team (TAT) members
Project director
Reading specialist
Classroom teacher
No indication

Individuals trained:

Reading specialistiteacher
Classroom teachers
Other staff
Paraprofessionals
Parents
No indication

Training areas.

Learning theory
Student background and self
concept
Language development
Motor and perceptual skills
Right to Read Program
Diagnostic/ prest.riptive
approach

ita
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Instructional approach
Instructional materials
Teaching techniques
Classroom organization and
management
Evaluation
No indication



Training Methods:

Oroup or individual meetings, seminars, workshops,
conference s
School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom
observations
University couises
Video taping, audio-visuals, multi-media
No indication

2. Unit Task Force Activities

Planning Phaja

Rating of helpfulness: Very
1-110.2p 1 H 1 1%11 HQ>> tul Indication

Not No

UTF Members:

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers,,
Parents
Others

. No indication

Frequency of meetings:
Very NoW. ant Ind ca o
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Types of Activities;

Meet with TATs
Develop proposal or work
statement
Needs assessment
Develop diagnostic/prescriptive
approach
Identify objective P
Gather data
Complete PPP

Implementation Phase

Rating of Helpfulness:

UTF members:

Develop materials
Inservice training
Budget
Information dissemination
Develop tests
Evaluation
No indication

Very Not No
Helpful Hel ful Helpful l Indication

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of Meetings:
Very
Frequent
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aaa
aa

No
Frequent Infrequent Indication
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Types of Activitiesi

Meet with TATs/consultants
Develop criteria for student
selection or placement
Student diagnosis
Identify tutors
Ineurvico trAining
Develop community involvement
activities

Status and reporting activities
Record progress
Serve on special committees
Review program progress
Information dissemination
Evaluation
No indication

Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach;

Individualized prescription
Identification of student skill levels
Teacher observation
Contracts
Individualized instruction
Progress checklists
Testing
Review case histories
Staff conferences
Student /teacher conferences

432

Supplementary materials
Games, manipulatives
Audio-Visual, Multimedia
Commercially made programs
Student grouping
Special classes
Skill sessions
Field trips
Reading/language center
Reading specialist, tutors
Language experience approach
Basal text instruction
No indication



Program Locationi*

Reading is taught as a separate subject
Reading is taught indirectly
through other subject matter

Special assistance is provided outside the
classroom for students in special need of
reading help
No indication

5. Student/Teacher Organization:

Single teachermulti-subjects
Reading specialist (responsible for more
than one class)
Team teachers
Students doing cross -age teaching
Tutor-specialist
Tutor-aide
Other
No indication

6, Student Organization:

Individualized reading instruction
Small groups (5 or fewer students)
Large groups (6 or more students)
No indication

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

152

86

65

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

256

33

59

9

44

90

63

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

81

74

*Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to reporton each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported! 21
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7, Classroom Language (All

Language
(% of Time

Used)

Classes

of Inetwuction
Language

Mom

Combined)!

Native Language
(% of Students Speaking

of Students

moram mory

90% 13%Standard English
NonStandard Englfsh 60
Spanish 13
French
American Indian
language or dialect

1

owa.moloWNI

Japanese 1.1.1
12No indication

8. Reading Approach;

Meaning emphasis
Code emphasis
Linguistic s
Modified alphabet
I Le sponsive envivonment
Programmed learning
Individualized reading
Language experience
Eclectic or teacher's own
Other
No indication
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Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class



9. Techniques Used for Reading Instruction:

Machine» based programmed
instruction
Other programmed instruction
Ciaming/simulation
Instructional TV
Interactive media
Intensive involvement
Discussion groups
Demonstration- performance
Lecture
Contracts
Use of supplementary materials
Other
No indication
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Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

Z8

39
1

8

10



10. Classroom Evaluation Proceduress

Diagnoiltio reading tests are used with most or
all students to determine individual reading needs.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for each Student.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for the entire class.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward
reading for the entire class,
Performance of students it', measured in
terms of objectives set for each individual.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for the entire class,.
Visible records are kept of class performance.

Records of each student's performance are kept
with respect to each objective.
Students are kept informed of their progress.

Students are involved in self evaluation.

Parents are informed of students' progress.

No indication

11. Total Funding for 1972.73 school year: $304, onn
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Number of
Cl4Berooms
in Which
Procedure
1.7,41

ZO

14

19

7

11
1.110110.1

la

16

la

21

15

21



MA OR FIN OS A D ECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN

I. Project Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment *

Project Objectives

STUDENT
XStudent Attitude

Student Behavior
Student Readin: Achievement .

Readins.Related Skills X

TEACHER
,

Teacher Com .otenc
Teacher Attitude
Teacher Behavior

PARENT /.COMMUNITY,

Parent/Community
Involvement
Parent Attitude X X

PROORAM
Information Dissemination
Individualization of
Instruction X

f

Innovations
Inservice Trainin:
Additional Materials,
Services or Personnel

*Site may have indicated program success under "Program Objectives
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under "Major Findings". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.
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2, Maio!. Findings*

Major Area

STUDENT
Readin: Achievement
Reading-Related Skills
Social Skills --,
Attitude

TEACHER
Competency
Attitude
Teacher-Student Relations
Teacher -Staff Relations

PARENT/COMMUNITY
Su ort
Involvement

PROGRAM

Success of Inservice Trainin
Program Flexibility
Helpfulness of Technical Assistance
significant Changes in Reading
Approach
Individualization of Instruction
Value of Assistance from
Aides/Volunteers

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Major Findings" or
under "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment" The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data iri the ielf-evaluation
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3.. Program Recommations

Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports
were categorized into the areas listed below. An "X" indicates that
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area.

More emphasis on reading-related skills

X Increased emphasis on improving student achievement

X Increased emphasis on improving student attitude

More remedial help
MWOMMIVii

Increased effort to involve parents/community

Increased school-parent communications
VosereftWO

More staff training
wolNorMa

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach

More emphasis on individualization of instruction

Expand program within school/school district

More materials/equipmenilimrsonnel

Increased emphasis on improving teack( r competency
01011.10100

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude

Improved evaluation techniques

Re-definition of needs

0
11.11111.11111111

Improved communication with HEW

Continued funding

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS
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INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT

School; 2901

Grades; K.5

A, School Characteristics

1. Geographic Reption
ABCDEF*

NMI 11111111111111111.11E111

giStates in this region are; Alaska, Idaho, Guam, Nevada,
Oregon, Washington

2, Urban-Rural Index

Urban Suburban
X

3, Student Po (Total School)

Total Reported Enrollment 944

Rural

Total Students in Each Grade Level

Grade No. of Students Grade No. of Students
K 133

1 t 54 841
2 155 9

152 10

4 173 11

5 154 12

6 Spec. Ed. 23

Student Ethnicity (Total School)
Percent

American Indian 1

Asian L--
Black 9

Mexican American 5

Puerto Rican
White 83

Othe r

....014..

441
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to

1. Amount of Time in Programs 1972.73 School Year
2, Number of Right to Read Studenta in Each Oracle Level

and Ethnic Breakdown

Total
No, of American Mexican Asian

rad to 011t0 Indian Black American American

Percent

K

1 154 1

155

133 13

23

17

3 152

4 173

5 154

17

11

7

2

Puerto
Rican White Other

75

7 1

5 1

5

67

74 1

77

72'

6

17 10 11
4 .1,41.

7

8

9

$pep 3 24
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3, (Thins for 197A-73 School ?oar*
(see Vol. 14 V. A for &tailed report)

O aracto Level
(includes only lovuls
for which data wore
21.11921v11._

1

2

3

4

5

6

Meal' (111111 1/01. MOW hime*IIN *4 .........01

r E

0.9
C.

C.

irou*.orosorn
Ovurall Moan Clain for School
(moans adjustocl for difforing class sizes)

o Namo of Standartliv.od .MATTest(s) Used

Iticalaaciaclisachor Charactoristics

Total Number Roported

Ago

St. nev.

11110111..

ONI11011. 114111101110...0010111. 1011.

N
Mean Rang()

O No. 'Years Teitching Exporionco
Maio Fomalo

e Sex

Ethnicity
No.

Percent

o Degree No.

Arei A
Degree

Job Title

Residential
Index

No.
Percont

Mexican Puerto No
Amr Ind Asian Black Amer Rican Whito Othor Indication

...*Ialli

BA or BS MA or MS PhD Other No Indication

Human- Vino No Mai.

No,
Educ Soc Sci itios Arts Ph s Sci hialt Other _cation

I I 77
Road Reading 13ilingual Multi No
Spec Teachor S lee Subject Other Indication

No. I
Inner Cit

No.

4 I

Urban Suburban Rural No Indication

vTotal number of classes for which achievement data were reported: ZZ_
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Teacher Attitude Toward Right To Read Feature's
(figures indicate number of teachers responding) No indica

tion or NotElbctiveneas 'Included
Excellent Good Adevate Poor Ver Poor in Pro rail...L.1

Parent Involve.
ment

Insarvice
Training

Routing
Specialist

Instructional
Materials

10

Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing to
Teach it Right To Read Program next year:

Yes
Yes, if changes are made
Questionable
No
No Response

D. Identification of Director

District Reading Reading Classroom No Titlo
Supt. Principal Specialist Teacher Teacher Other Indicated

Nor of
Teachers:

14
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Effectivefiess of Right Read Mate ri s
Very Not No

Program Planning Procedure Useful Useful Useful Indic/Won
(PPP)

(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as
parent involvement, identification and prioritising of student
heeds and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches,
rnaterials,and program organisations. Also supplied information
on redirection of existing resources to support the nevi prograM)

Ways in which PPP was used in program:

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing
and Planning. Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities

Ongoing No
Eval. Indicatio

Very Not 145)
Statile and Reporting Center Useful Useful Useful Indication
(S and RC) If al

*.1011
(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve-
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D. C.)

Ways in which S and RC was used:

Program Student/Teacher Task Display ReferencePlanning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source

Forecast Information No
Outcomes Ofssemtriation Indication

X
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Rating of HelpfuIness$ Very Not
Helpful Helpful Helpful

Technical Assistant Activitiest

1. Program planning

Z. Program implementation

3, Interpret Right to Read
planning materials

Work on the Unit Task rorce
Develop Work Statement/
Proposal

Develop or icl,Atify
curriculum materials

Needs assessment

8. Diagnosisiprescription
9. Identify objectives

10. Staff development

11. identify alternate approaches

12. Develop team teaching

13. Observe classes

14. Advise on parental
involvement

15. Recommend consultants

16. Budget planning

17. Evaluation

18. Liaison with Right to Read,
Washington, D, C,

19. Plan for 197344 program
20. No indication of activity
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Pa aht, evolvement

Extent of
Involvement

e Activities:

1. Unit Task Force

Z. Program planning

3. Program implementation

4. Develop materials

5. Purchase/repair materials

6. Aides, tutors, volunteers

7. Advisory council

8. Workshops conferences

High Medium Low No Indication

X

9. Reading is Fundamental

10. PTA, open house, other
traditional meeting

Supplementary activities

12. Community relations

13. Information dissemination

14. No indication
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Teacher Ai$les

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides
Worked in classrooms
Were paid
Wares Parent

Student teacher
Community organization member
High school student
Other

Average number of hours aides worked
per semester
Types of Activities Performeds
Tutoring students
Marking tests
Distributing materials
Working in small and large groups
Preparing materials
Liaison with parents and other outside personnel
Bus monitoring
Supervising recreational activities in or outside
class
Classroom maintenance
Supervising field trips
Other

Teacher rating of aides° effectiveness (figure"' indicate number
of teachers reporting date)

Very Very
Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective
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1. Program Characteristics

1, Inservice 'T raining:

Individuals responsible for training:

Consultants
Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members
Project director
Reading specialist
Classroom teacher
No indication

Individuals trained:

Fteading specialist/teacher
Classroom teachers
Other staff
Paraprofessionals
Parents
No indication

Training areas.

Learning theory
Student background and self
concept
Language development
Motor and perceptual skills
Right to Read Program
Diagnostic/ prescriptive
approach

449

Instructional approach
Instructional materials
Teaching techniques
Classroom organization and
management
Evaluation
No indication



Training Methods:

Group or individual meetings, seminars, workshops,
conferences
School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom
observations
University courses
Video taping, audio-visuals multi-media
No indication

Unit Task Force Activities

Planning ILL.tias

11

Rating of helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful IndiAttio

UTF Members:

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of meetings:

SS
U
U
U
El

Very NoFr nt Fr uent Int e ue t I dication
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Types of Activities:

Meet with TATs
Develop proposal or work
statement
Needs assessment
Develop diagnostic/prescriptive
approach
Identify objectives
Gather data
Complete PPP

Implementation Phase

Rating of Helpfulness:

UTF members:

Develop materials
Inservice training
Budget

Information dissemination
Develop tests
Evaluation
No indication

Very
Helpful 1-1e1

Not No
ful Helpful Indication

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of Meetings:
Very
Frequent Frequent Infrequent

X

451

No
Indication



Types of Activities:

Meet with TATS /consultants
Develop criteria for student
seleetion or placement
Student diagnosis
Identify tutors
Ins e r vi co training

Develop community involvement
activities

Status and reporting activities
Record progress
Serve on special committees
Review program progress
Information dissemination
Evaluation
No indication

Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach:

Individualized prescription
Identification of student skill levels
Teacher observation
Contracts
Individualized instruction
Progress checklists
Testing
Review case histories
Staff conferences
Student/teacher conferences

U

U
U
Uii
U
U
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Supplementary materials
Gamest manipulatives
Audio-Visual, Multimedia
Commercially made programs
Student grouping
Special classes
Skill sessions
Field trips
Reading/language center
Reading specialist, tutors
Language experience approach
Basal text instruction
No indication..



Program Location:*

Reading is taught as a separate subject
Reading is taught indirectly
through other subject matter

Special assistance is provided outside the
classroom for students in special need of
reading help
No indication

5, StIpiont/Teacher Organization:

Single teacher--multi-b,o,:-cts
Reading specialist (responsible for more
than one class)
Team teachers
Students doing cross-age teaching
Tutor - specialist
Tutor-aide
Other
No indication

6, Student Organization:

Individualized reading instruction
Small groups (5 or fewer students)
Large groups (6 or more students)
No indication

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

1.m.mimasWIPI.

123

73

20

0

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

Mean Number of
Sem ter Hours
Reported per Class1=1

4L
34

*Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report
on each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported: 23
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7. Classroom Language (All Classes Combined)

a)
Language of Instruction Native Language of Students
(% of Time Language (% of Student. Speaking
Used) Language

Standard English
NonStandard English
Spanish
French
American Indian
language or dialect
Japanese
No indication

8, Reading Approach:

Meaning emphasis
Code emphasis
Linguistics
Modified alphabet
Responsive environment
Programmed learning
Individualized reading
Language experience
Eclectic or teacher's own
Other
No indication

454

Meen Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

38

59

8

7

36

.17

.13



Techniques Used for Reading Instruction:

Machine- based programmed
instruction
Other programmed instruction
Gaming /simulation
Instructional TV
Interactive media
Intensive involvement
Discussion groups
Demonstration- performance
Lecture
Contracts
Use of supplementary materials
Other
No indication

455

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

)0

14

35

54

20

31

4



10. Classroom Evaluation Procedures!

Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or
all students to determine individual reading needs.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectiv^4 for each student.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for the entire class.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reeling.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward
reading for the entire class.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for each individual.
Perfoimanc,e 904400e lainea.4.ured.in..
terms of objectives set for the entire class,.
Visible records are kept of ciao!! performance.

Records of each student's performance are kept
with respect to each objective.
Students are kept informed of their progress.

Students are involved in self-evaluation.

Parents are informed of students' progress.

No indication/

11. Total Funding for 1972-73 school year; $30,000

456

Number of
Classrooms
in Which
Procedure
Use



MAJOR IN INGS AND RECO ENDATIONS REPORTED IN

Protect Objectives and Degree of Accom)lishment*

Project Objectives

STUDENT.................-
Student Attitude
Student Behavior X X

Student Readin: Achievement X X

Readin: M Related Skills X X

TEACHER................
Teacher Com eetenc
Teacher Attitude
Teacher Behavior

PARENT/COMMUNITY
Parent/Community
Involvement
Parent Attitude

PROGRAM

Information Dissemination
Individualization of
Instruction
Innovations
Inservice Training * r
Additional Materials,
Services or Personnel

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Program Objectives'
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under "Major Findings". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.



Major Area

STVDENT
Reading Achievement
Rladina.Related Skill.
Social qkille
Attitude

MOM
Competenc_y

Attitude
Teacher.Spident Relations
TeacherSta f Relations

PARENT/COMMUNITY
Support
Involvement

PROGRAM

Succetes of /nservice Training
Program Flexibility

1pfulness of TIchnical Askietance
Significant Changes in Reading
Approach
In4tvidusaix4tion of Instrgction
tValue of Assistance from
A des V lunteers

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS

*Sited may have indicated program success under "Major Findings" or
under "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment". The,
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how sliccessful the program was according to data iti the self-evaluation.
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3. Pram Recommendations

Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports
were categorized into the areas listed below. An "X" indicates that
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area.

1111111.1.11011

0.10.11.

101

001110110111.11111

11111101.1111

1101

IMMO11.011

000

aw.allowlm

01
I we 11

.1.11110=1=111

More emphasis on reading-related skills

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude

More remedial help

Increased effort to involve parents/community

Increased school-parent communications

More staff training

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach

More emphasis on individualization of instruction

Expand program within school/school district

More materials/equipment/personnel

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude

Improved evaluation techniques

Re-definition of needs

Improved communication with HEW

Continued funding

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS
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School: 3001



INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT

School: 3001

Grades: 7-9

A, School Characteristics

1. Ctsz.uplic Region
BCD,Er

NEI INN MN IIIII NM

*States in this region aro: Connecticut, Maine, Massachusetts
Now Hampshire, New Jersey, Now York, Puerto Rico, Rhode
Island, Vermont, Virgin Islands

2. Urban. Rural Won

Suburban Rural

Student Population (Total School)

Total Reported Enrollment 1057
Total Students in Each Grade Level

Grade No. of Students

1

2

3

4

5

6

Grade NO. of Students
7 344
8 325

9 388
10 11,
11

12

Student Ethnicity (Total School)

American Indian
Asian
Black
Mexican American
Puerto Rican
White
Other
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Right to Read Student characteriatice

1. Amount of Time in Programs 1971-73 School Year
Zs Number of Right to Read Students in Each °rade Level

and Ethnic Breakdown

Total.
No of

Orado Students

Percent
American Mexican Asian

tPuerto
Indian Black American Americln Rican White Other

It

I
.41 *a.. 4.01*

w11
3

4

5

6

7 344
1.0111101101.11.1010.

8

9

10

11

41.111
100

1Z

t



Reading Gains for 1972-73 School
(see Vol. III V, A for dutailed roporl)

Grade Level
(includes only levels
for which data were
rn carted

7

8

9

Mean Month1.41,4*. * 4 w 04 *Ws%

1.2

ri Ovorall Mean Gain for School 1 .
(moans adjusted for differing class sizes)

o Name of Standardized
Test(s) Used

C. RI ht to Read Teacher Characteristics

e Total Number Reported

Ago

Years Teaching Experience

e Sex

Ethnicity
No.

Percent
Degree

Area of
Degree

'Job
Title

Residential
Index

No.
Percent

St. Dev,

1.

1.6

SRA Co'mprehension SRA Composite,
Durrell1144.411

j
Mean Range

a.C.3

Male

Mexican Puerto No
Amr Ind Asian Mack Arnel. Rican White Other Indication

1 10«44414444. 44

BA or BS MA. or MS Phi) Other No Indication
No I

Human- Fine No Indi.

No.
Educ Soc Sci ities Arts Pli s Sci Math Other carton

L2 j
Read Reading Bilingual Multi No
Spec Teacher Spec Subject Other Indication

No. 1 1

Inner Cit Urban Suburban Rural No Indicati n
No. 2

'''Total number of classes for which achievement data were reported: 12_
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e Teacher Attitude Toward Right To Read Feature's
(figures indicate number of teachers resPonding) No Indica.

Lion or Not
Included

Excellent Goad Ade9uato Poor yerLyloor in Program

Parent Involve.
MOM

In-service
Training

Reading
Specialist

Instructional
Materials

Effectiveness

4

4

diftortiolk. 010.0/14rw .1.0.0.1~".

8

.11.1111.0101.

1

11.1..0.101111011.1....P,

Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing to
Teach in Right To Road Program next year:

Yos
Yos, if changes are made
Questionable
No

No Response
D. Identification of Project Director

District Reading Reading Classroom
Su t, Principal S ocialist Teacher Teacher
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No Title
Other Indicated



Effectiveness of Right To Read Materials
Very

Program Planning Procedure Useful
(PPP)

Useful
Not No
Useful Indication

(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as
parent involvement, identification and prioritizing of student
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches,
materials, and program organizations. Also supplied information
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program)

Ways in which PPP was used in program:

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No
e,nd Planning Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities Eval. Indication

Status and Reporting Center
(S and RC)

(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve-
ment during plannirg of activities, and liaison with surrounding
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D. C.)

Ways in which S and R.'.; was used:

Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference
Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progross Source

Forecast Information No
Outcomes bieserranation Indication



F. *Technical Assistant Utilization

Rating of Helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

Technical Assistant

Program planning

Activities:

11. Identify' alternate approaches

Z. Program implementation 12. Develop team teaching

3. Interpret Right to Read
planning materials

13. Observe classes

14. Advise on parental
4. Work on the Unit Task Force involvement

5. Develop Work Statement/ 15. Recommend consultants
Proposal

16. Budget planning
6. Develop or identify

curriculum materials 17. Evaluation

7. Needs assessment 18. Liaison with Right to Read,
Washington, D. C.

8. Diagnosis /prescription
19. Plan for 1973.74 program

9. Identify objectives
20. No indication of activity

10. Staff development
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0. Pa,,,,arent Involvement

Extent of
Involvement

Activities:

I. Unit Task Force

2. Program planning

3. Program implementation

4, Develop materials

5, Purchaseirepair materials

Aides, tutors, volunteers

, Advisory council

8, Workshops, conferences

High Medium Low No Indication

9. Reading to

10. PTA, open house, other
traditional meetings

11. Supplementary activities

12, Community relations

13. Information dissemination

14. No indication
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Teacher Aides

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides
Worked in classrooms
Were paid
Were: Parent

Student teacher
Community organization member
High school student
Other

Average number of hours aides worked
per semoster
Types of Activities Performed:
Tuto:ing students
Marking tests
Distributing materials
Working in Small and large groups
Preparing materials
Liaison with parents and other outside personnel
Bus monitoring
Supervising recreational activities in or outside
class
Classroom maintenance
Supervising field trips
Other

Teacher rating of aides' effectiveness (figures* indicate number
of teachers reporting data)

Very
Effective Effective Inef ective Ineffec ive

Very



1. Program Characteristics,

li Inservice Traininfi:

Individuals responsible for training:

Consultants
Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members
Project director
Reading specialist
Classroom teacher
No indication

Individuals trained:

Reading specialist/teacher
Classroom teachers
Other staff
Paraprofessionals
Parents
No indication

Training areas.

Learning theory
Student background and self
concept
Language development
Motor and perceptual skills
Right to Read Program
Diagnostic/ prescriptive
approach

469

Instructional approach
Instructional materials
Teaching techniques
Classroom organization and
management
Evaluation
No indication

1



Training Methods:

Group or individual meetings, seminars, workshops,
conferences
School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom
observations
University course s
Video taping, audio-visuals, multi-media
No indication

2. Unit Task Force Activities

Planning Phase

Rating of helpfulness:

UTF Members:

Frequency of meetings:

Very
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

Not No

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

rX

Very No
Fre uent Fre uent Infre cent Indication

X
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Types of Activities:

iror
Meet with TAT s

Develop proposal or work
statement
Needs assessment
Develop diagnostic /prescriptive
approach
Identify objectives
Gather data
Complete PPP

Develop materials
Inservice training
Budget
Information dissemination
Develop tests
Evaluation
No indication

.411.
11012107

naaamoorl ,
wwit

1111110..

X

Implementation Phase

Rating of Helpfulness:

UTF members:

Very
Hel ful Hel

Not No
ful Hel ful Indication

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of Meetings:
Very
Frequent

X

No
Frequent Infrequent Indication

X
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Types of Activities:

Meet with TATS /consultants
Develop criteria for student
selection or. placement
Student diagnosis
Identify tutors
Inservice training
Develop community involvement
activities

3. Components of Diagnostic/

Individualized prescription
Identification of student skill levels
Teacher observation
Contracts
Individualized instruction
Progress checklists
Testing
Review case histories
Staff conferences
Student/teacher conferences

is

Status and reporting activities
Record progress
Serve on special committees
Review program progress
Information dissemination
Evaluation
No indication

rescriptive Approach:

1....1

Supplementary materials
Games, manipulatives
Audio- Visual, Multimedia
Commercially made programs
tudent grouping

Special classes
Skill sessions
Field trips
Reading/language center
Reading specialist, tutors
Language experience approach
Basal text instruction
No indication
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4. Program Location:*

Reading is taught as a separate subjeco:
Reading is taught indirectly
throtigh other subject matter

Special assistance is provided outsi de the
classroom for students in special +d of
reading help
No indication

5. Studsnt/Teacher Organization:

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

17

80

21

Mean
Semester
Reported

Number of
Hours
per Class

Single teachermulti-subjects 23

Reading specialist (responsible for more
than one class) 0

Team teachers 0

Students doing cross-age teaching 14

Tutor-specialist 0

Tutor -aide 17

Other 63

No indication

6. Student Organization: Mean
Semester

Number
Hours

of

Reported per Class

Individualized reading instruction
Small groups (5 or fewer students)
Large groups (6 or more students')
No indication

61

44

22_

*Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report
on each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported:35
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7. Classroom Language (All Classes Combined):

Standard English
Non-Standard English
Spanish
French
American Indian
language or dialect
Japanese
No indication

Language of Instruction Native Language of Students
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking
Used) - Language

100St

N.1
1101.=.1.1

1

94%

8. Reading Approach:

Mean
Semester
Reported

Number of
Hours
per Class

Meaning emphasis 7

Code emphasis 3

Linguistics 1

Modified alphabet 0

Responsive environment
Programmed learning 10

Individualized reading 10

Language experience 2

Eclectic or teacher's own
Other

_2_
53

No indication
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9. Techniques Used for Reading Instruction:

Machine - based programmed
instruction
Other programmed instruction
Gaming/simulation
Instructional TV
Interactive media
Intensive involvement
Discussion groups
Demonstration- performance
Lecture
Contracts
Use of supplementary materials
Other
No indication
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Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

6

4

8

3

13

19

15

9

17

2



10. Classroom Evaluation Procedures;

Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or
all students to determine individual reading needs.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for each student.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for the entire class.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward
reading for the entire class.
Periormancu of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for each individual.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for the entire class,
Visible records are kept of class performance.

Records of each student's performance are kept
with respect to each objective.
Students are kept informed of their progress.

Students are involved in self-evaluation.

Parents are informed of students' progress.

No indication

11. Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: $50,000
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Number of
Classrooms
in Which
Procedure
Used

29

16

34

21

18

11

30

26

16

31

27

31



MAJOR FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN

1. Project Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment *

Project Objectives t A' 4 41,kr0 ft,

/ Degree of
Accomplishment

1.1

4e

ob

47'

b

ro

STUDENT

Student Attitude
Student Behavior
Student Reading Achievement

.

Reading-Related Skills
TEACHER

Teacher Competency
Teacher Attitude
Teacher Behavior

PARENT/COMMUNITY
Parent/Community
Involvement
Parent Attitude

PROGRAM
Information Dissemination
Individualization of
Instruction
Innovations
Inservice Training_
Additional Materials,
Services or Personnel

--........

4cSites may have indicated program success under "Program Objectives
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under "Major Findings". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self - evaluation.
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2. lyLit or Findinit*

Major Area

c/ 4,
Oo 4

4' o
15e;I;' .6.4" 4 . 4.' q O

4., ,0 A:',g0 ,,k, ..,
ei q AP 4 04 4 4'.., g

4 ,;:,,, 4 +k, 0 0040 0,b 44'ge:y
40 `kr Nv--'

'4:-. 0 ..4 4,0 vOeto

STUDENT

Reading Achievement
Reading-Related Skills
Social Skills
Attitude

TEACHER
Competency
Attitude
Teacher-Student Relations
Teacher-Staff Relations

PARENT/ COMMUNITY
Support
involvement

PROGRAM

Success of Inservice Training
Program. Flexibility
Hel fulness of Technical Assistance
Significant Changes la Reading
Approach
Individualization of Instruction '
Value of Assistance from
Aides/Volunteers

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS

*Sites may have indicated program success under 'Major Findings" or
under "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.
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3. ProSram Recommendations

Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports
were categorized into the areas listed below. An "X" indicates that
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area.

More emphasis on reading-related skills

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude

More remedial help

X Increased effort to involve parents/community

Increased school-parent communications

More staff training

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach

More emphasis on individualization of instruction

X Expand program within school/school district

More materials/equipment/personnel

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude

Improved evaluation techniques

Re-definition of needs

Improved communication with HEW

Continued funding

X

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS
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INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT

School: 3201
Grades: K-6

A. School Characteristics

1. Geographic Region

*States in this region are: Arizona, Arkansas,
New Mexico, Oklahoma, Texas

A B C E F

Z. Urban-Rural Index

1
Urban

FTC
Suburban Rural

3. Student Population (Total School)

Total Reported Enrollment 569
Total Students in Each Grade Level

California,

Grade No. of Students Grade No. of Students
K 66 7

1 62 8
2 80 9
3 88 10
4 85 11
5 95 12
6 93

Student Ethnicity (Total School)
Percent

American Indian 3

Asian
Black 1

Mexican American
Puerto Rican
White
Other

481
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37



Ri 11,_ Student Characteristics...m

1 Amount of Time in Program: 1972-73 School Year
Nurnher of Right to Read Students :n Each Grade Level
and Ethnic Breakdown

Grid

Total
No of

Students

-66

Percent
American Mexican Asian Paolo

Indian Black American American Rican White Other

111

12.

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

12

62

80

88 8

71

60

85 7 55

95

93

68

65

23

31

23

34

28

29

33

.
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Iteiadfng'Clains for-1972'43 Schobl Year*
(woo Vol. 7Y, V, A for detailed report)

Grade Level
(includes only levels
for which data wore
rep2rted

_.t ar per Month St. l)ev.
1

2 0.6
tel. 0.4

3 0.4 0.7
4 0.9 0.5
5 0.6 0.6
6 0.8 0,7

Overall Mean Gain for School 0. 7 0.6
(means adjusted for differing class sizes)
Name of Standardized
Test(s) Used

C. Right to Read Teacher Characteristics

Total Number Reported

o Age

o No. Years Teaching Experience

Sex No,
Percent

Ethnicity
No.

Percent

Degree

SAT

Range
L....22-55! 1

Female

Mexican Puerto
Amt. Ind Asian Black Amer Rican White Other Indication.

No

BA or BS MA or MS PhD Other No Indication
No.

1-Itiman Fine No Indi-Area of Educ Soc Sci ities /kits Ph sSci Math Other cation
Degree No.

Read Reading Bilingual Multi
S ec Teacher Spec Subject Other

Residential
Index

No.
Inner Cit Urban Suburban

No
Indication

Rural No Indication
1111111111111111111111

*Total number of classes for which achievement data were reported: 17
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Teacher Attitude Toward Right To Read Feature's
(figures indicate number of teachers responding)

Effectiveness

Parent Involve-
rnent

In-sorvice
Training

Reading
Specialist,

Instructional
Materials,

No Indica
tion or Not
'Included

Excellent Good Ado t......._.311oor Ver Poor in Program
....

11.11.11111....

Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing to
Teach in Right To Read Program next year:

Yes
Yes, if changes are made.
Questionable
No

No Response

No: of
Teachers:

District Reading Reading Classroom
Supt. Principal Specialist Teacher Teacher

X I

484

No Title
Other Indicated



E. Effectiveness ht MaterialseL0
Very Not No

Program Planning Procedure Useful Useful Useful Indication
(PPP) X1

(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as
parent involvement, identification and prioritizing of student
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches,
materials,and prograM organizations. Also supplied information
on redirection of existing resources to support the new progrart0

Ways in which PPP was used in program:

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No
andL3lamLiLStudent/Teacher Needs of Ob'ectives Priorities Eval, Indication

X

Very Not No
Status and Reporting Center Useful Useful Useful Indication
(S arid RC)

X

(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve-
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D. C.)

Ways in Which S and RC was used:

Program Student/Teacher Task Display ReferencePlanning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source

1
Forecast Information No
Outcomes Ofsseranation Indication

485



F. Technical Assistant Utilization

Rating of Helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

Technical Assistant Activities:

Program planning

2. Program implementation

3. Interpret Right to Read
planning materials

4. Work on the Unit Task Force

5, Develop Work Statement/
Proposal

6. Develop or identify
curriculum materials

7. Needs assessment

8. Diagnosis/prescription

9. Identify objectives

10. Staff development

11. Identify alternate approaches

12. Develop team teaching

13. Observe classes

14. Advise on parental
involvement

15. Recommend consultants

16. Budget planning

17. Evaluation

18. Liaison with Right to Read,
Washington, D. C.

19. Plan for 1973-74 program

20. No indication of activity
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Parent Involvement

Extent of
Involvement

Activities:

High Medium Low No Indica Oon

X
410.

1. Unit Task Force 9. Reading is
2. Program planning 10. PTA, open house, other

traditional meetings
.3. Program implementation

11. Supplementary activities
4. Develop materials

12. Community relations
5. Purchase/repair materials

13. Information dissemination
6. Aides, tutors, volunteers

14. No indication
7. Advisory council

8. Workshops, conferences
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H. Teacher Aides

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides
WOrked in classrooms
Were paid
Were; Parent

Student teacher
Community organization member
High school student
Other

Average number of hours aides worked
per semester
Types of Activities Performed:
Tutoring students
Marking tests
Distributing materials
Working in small and large groups
Preparing materials
Liaison with parents awl other outside personnel
Bus monitoring
Supervising recreational activities in or outside
class
Classroom maintenance
Supervising field trips
Other

Teacher rating of aides' effectiveness (figures" indicate number
of teachers reporting data)

Very Very
Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective

10 1 8
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1. Program Chatacteristics

1. Inse rvice Training:

Individuals responsible for training:

Consultants

Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members
Project director
Reading specialist
Classroom teacher
No indication

Individuals trained:

Reading :specialist /teacher
Classroom teachers
Other staff
Paraprofessionals
Parents
No indication

Training areas.

Learning theory
Student background and self
concept
Language development
Motor and perceptual skills
Right to Read Program
Diagnostic/ prescriptive
approach

489

Instructional approach
Instructional materials
Teaching techniques
Classroom organization and
management
Evaluation
No indication

11.

X

.1. 10 4. 101,



Training Methcde:

Group or individual meetings, seminars, workshops,
conferences
School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom
observations
University courses
Video taping, audio-visuals, multi-media
No indication

2. Unit Task Force Activities

Planning Phase

Rating of helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

X

UTF Members:

Consultants
Adminietrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of meetings:

immao...11

Very No
Fre uent Fre went Infra uent Indication

X
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Types of Activities:

Meet with TATs
Develop proposal or work
statement
Needs assessment
Develop diagnostic /prescriptive
approach
Identify objectives
Gather data
Complete PPP

Implementation Phase

X

Rating of Helpfuluess:

UTF members:

Develop materials
Inservice training
Budget
Information dissemination
Develop tests
Evaluation
No indication

Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

1.

Frequency of Meetings:
Very No
Frequent Frequent

X
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Types of Activities:

Meet with TATS /consultants
Develop criteria for student
selection or placement
Student diagnosis
Identify tutors
Inservice training
Develop community involvement
activities

Status and reporting activities
Record progress
Serve on special committees
R6view program progress
Information dissemination
Evaluation
No indication

3, Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach:

Individualized prescription
Identification of student skill levels
Teacher observation
Contracts
Individualized instruction
Progress checklists
Testing
Review case histories
Staff conferences
Student/teacher conferences

492

Supplementary materials
Games, manipulatives
Audio-Visual, Multimedia X

Commercially made programs
Student grouping
Special classes
Skill sessions
Field trips
Reading/language center
Reading specialist, tutors
Language experience approach
Basal text instruction
No indication



4. Program Location:*

Reading is taught as a separate subject
Reading is taught indirectly
through other subject matter

Special assistance is provided outside the
classroom for students in special need of
reading help
No indication

5. Student/Teacher Organization:

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

Mean
Semester
Reported

Number of
Hours
per Class

Single teachermulti-subjects 257
Reading specialist (responsible for more
than one class) 33

Team teachers 78
Students doing cross-age teaching
Tutor-specialist 44
Tutor-aide 40
Other
No indication

6. Student Organization: Mean
Semester

Number
Hours

of

Reported per Class
Individualized reading instruction 19

Small groups (5 or fewer students) 33
Large groups (6 or more students) 97
No indication

Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report
on each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported: 21.imlamm.
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7. Classroom Language (All Classes Combined)I

Language of instruction Native Language of Students
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking
Used) Language

Standard English
Non-Standard English
Spanish
French

American Indian
language or dialect
Japanese
No indication

8. Reading Approach:

99%

1
1.-11.Ww.1

Meaning emphasis
Code emphasis
Linguistics
Modified alphabet
Responsive environment
Programmed learning
Individualized reading
Language experience
Eclectic or teacher's own
Other
No indication

494

)

70%

15

8

3

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

30

22

13

12

20

34



9. Techniques Used for Reading Instruction:

Machine- based programmed
instruction
Other programmed instruction
Gaming/simulation
Instructional TV
Interactive media
Intensive involvement
Discussion groups
Demonstration- performance
Lecture
Contracts
Use of supplementary materials
Other
No indication

495

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

26

4

9

4

37

26



10. Classroom Evaluation Procedures:

Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or
all students to determine individual reading needs.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives- for each student.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for the entire class.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading.
The ,teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward
reading for the entire class.
Performance of studente is measured in
termS of objectives set for each individual.
Performance of students is measured in

-terms of objectives set for the entire class.
Visible-records are kept of class performance.

Reccirds of each student's performance are kept
with respect to each objective.
Students are kept informed of their progress.

Students are involved in self - evaluation,

Parents are informed of students' progress.

No indication

11. Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: $40,000

496

Number of
Classrooms
in Which
Procedure
Used

18

14

21

19

11

10

16

1

20



J. MAJOR FINDINOS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN
ROJECT-SELF.EVALAJATION

1. Project Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment*

Project Objectives

STUDENT

Student Attitude
Student Behavior X
Student Reading Achievement X
Reading-Related Skills

TEACHER

Teacher Com etenc
Teacher Attitude
Teacher Behavior

PARENT/COMMUNITY
Parent/Community
Involvement
Parent Attitude

PROGRAM

Information Dissemination

X

1L.r....4

Individualization of
Instruction
Innovations
Inservice Training
Additional Materials,
Services or Personnel

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Program Objectives
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under "Major Findings". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self -evaluation.
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2. Major Findings*

Major Area

STUDENT

XReadinif,Achievement
Reading - Related Skills X.....1Leacjilic

Social Skills
Attitude

TEACHER
Competency
Attitude
Teacher-Student Relations
Teacher-Staff Relations

PARENT/COMMUNITY
Support
Involvement

4...
PROGRAM

Success of Inservice Training
Prokram Flexibility
Helfulness of Technical Assistance
Significant Changes in Reading
A 'roach
Individualization of Instruction
Value of Assistance from
Aides/Volunteers

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Major Findings" or
under "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment". Tho
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data iri the' ielt-e'valuation.
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Program Recommendations

Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports
were categorized into the areas listed below, An "X" indicates that
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area.

1
More emphasis on reading-related skills

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude

More remedial help

Increased effort to involve parents/community

Increased school-parent communications
4011.1..11

X More staff training

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach

More emphasis on individualization of instruction

Expand program within school/school district

More materials /equipment /personnel

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude

Improved evaluation techniques

Re-definition of needs

Improved communication with HEW

Continued funding

01111110.

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS

499



School: 3202
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School;
Grades:

INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT

3202

K-7

School Characteristics

1, Geographic Region
A B C 13* E

11111111111=1111111

*States in this region are: Arizona, Arkansas, California,
New Mexico, Oklahoma, Texas

2, Urban-Rural Index

Urban Suburban Rural

3, Student Population (Total School)

Total Reported Enrollment 410
Total Students in Each Grade Level

Grade No. of Students
K
1

2

3

4

5

6

38

52

19
45

54

59

Grade No. of Students
7 71

8

9

10

11

12

ESL 16

Student Ethnicity (Total School

American Indian
Asian
Black
Mexican American
Puerto Rican
White
Other

501

Percent

70

30



B. Right to Read Student Characteristics

1. Amount of Time in Program: 1972-73 School Year
Z. Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level

and Ethnic Breakdown

Grade

Total...WV

No. of
Students

Percent
American

Indian Black
Mexican

American

.0116ili.MIN00.0.0.

Asian
American

Puerto
Rican White Other

K 38 74 26

1 36 75 25

2 52 75 25

3 39 67 33

4 45 62 38

5 44 52 48

6 59 66 34

7 71 63 37

8
_____.

9

10

11
1

12

ESL 16 1 100
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3. Reading Gains fox 1972-73 3chcbo3 Year
(see Vol. II, V, A. for detailed report)

Grade Level
(includes only levels
for which data were
re orted Walk Cali/Fur Month St. De,.

00:11.0.

1

2
..11.1104.71
0. 9

1-........
0. 9

3 1.4 0. 9
4 1.0 1. 1

5 0. 9 0.9
6 0.8 1,4

Overall Mean Gain for School ....LS 1.1
(means adjuuted for differing class sizes)
Name of Standardized MAT, CTBSTest(s) Used

Right to Teacher Characteristics

e Total Number Reported

Age

No. Years Teaching Experience

Sex

Ethnicity
No.

Percent

Degree

Area of
Degree

Job Title

No.

No.

No.

Residential N
Index

No.
Percent

+. ..!
Mean

C37 1

Male

Ran e
122 -55 ++

ri:E7
Female

Mexican Puerto No
Amr Ind Asian Black Amer Rican White Other Indication

7

BA or BS MA or MS PhD Other No Indication
8 [

Human- Fine No Indi-
Educ Soc Sci ities Arts Ph sSci Math Other cation

Read Reading Bilingual Multi
S ec Teacher S ec Sub ect Other Indication

1 2

Urban Suburban Rural No Indication
1 111-11--1

No

*Total number of classes for which achievement data were reported: 6
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Teacher Attitude Toward Right To Read Featurds
(figures indicate number of teachers responding)

Effectiveness

Parent Involve-
ment

In-service
Training

Reading
Specialist

Instructional
Materials

Excellent Good Adequate Poor Very Poor

3
.1.111....1.11

6 4

4

No Indica-
tion or Not
Included
in Program
aft111....

6

.......111111611.

Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing to
Teach in Right To Read Program next year:

Yes
Yes, if changes are made
Questionable
No

No Response
D. Identification of Project Director

District Reading Reading Classroom
Su t, Principal Specialist Teacher Teacher Other

X

504

No. of
Teachers:

8

No Title
Indicated
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Effectiveness Read MaterilLs.
Very
UsefulProgram Planning Procedure

(PPP)

Not No
Useful Useful Indication

X

(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as
parent involvement, identification and prioritizing of student
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches,
materials, and program organizations. Also supplied information
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program4

Ways in which PPP was used in program:

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing Ne
and Planning Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities Eval, Indication

Very
Status and Reporting Center
(S arid RC)

Not No
Useful Useful Indication

--

(A document with charts guiding the school in community i+olve-
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounping
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D, C.)

Ways in which S and RC was used:

Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference
Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source

Forecast Information No
Outcomes Ofssemination Indication
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F. Technical Assistant Utilization

Rating of Helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

X

Technical Assistant Activities:

1. Program planning

2. Program implementation

3. Interpret Right to Read
planning materials

4. Work on the Unit Task Force

S. Develop Work Statement/
Proposal

6. Develop or identify
curriculum materials

7. Needs assessment

8. Diagnosis /prescription

9. Identify objectives

10. Staff development

=11a

11. Identify alternate approaches

12. Develop team teaching

13. Observe classes

14. Advise on parental
involvement

15, Recommend consultants

16. Budget planning

17. Evaluation

18. Liaison with Right to Read,
Washington, D. C.

19, Plan for 1973-74 program

20. No indication of activity
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G. Parent Involvement

Extent of
Involvement

Activities:

I, Unit Task Force

2. Program planning

3. Program implementation

4, Develop materials

5. Purchase/repair materials

6, Aides, tutors, volunteers

7. Advisory council

8. Workshops, conferences

0.
X

11

507

High Medium Low No Indication

1

9. Reading is Fundamental

10. PTA, open house, other
traditional meetings

11. Supplementary activities

12, Community relations

13. Information dissemination

14. No indication



H. Teacher Aides

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides
Worked in classrooms
Were paid
Were: Parent

Student teacher
Community organization member
High school student
Other

Average number of hours aides worked
per semester
Types of Activities Performed:
Tutoring students
Marking tests
Distributing materials
Working in small and large groups
Preparing materials
Liaison with parents and other outside personnel
Bus monitoring
Supervising recreational activities in or outside
class
Classroom maintenance
Supervising field trips
Other

Teacher rating of aides' effectiveness (figures* indicate number
of teachers reporting data)

Very . Very
Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective
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I. Program Characteristics

1. Inservice Training:

Individuals responsible for training:

Consultants
Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members
Project director
Reading specialist
Classroom teacher
No indication

Individuals trained:

Reading specialist/teacher
Classroom teachers
Other staff
Paraprofessionals
Parents
No indication

Training areas.

Learning theory
Student background and self
concept
Language development
Motor and perceptual skills
Right to Read Program
Diagnostic/ prescriptive
approach

ffe.ea,.
110

X
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Instructional approach
Instructional materials
Teaching techniques
Classroom organization and
management
Evaluation
No indication



Training Methods:

Group or individual meetings, seminars, workshops,
confe rence
School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom
observations
University courses
Video taping, outdo-visuals, multi-media
No indicatioA

2, Unit Task Force Activities

Planning Phase

Rating of helpfulness: Very Not
Helpful Helpful Helpful; Indication

No

UTF Members:

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of meetings:
Very No
Fre uent Fre uent Infra uent Indication

X
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Types of Activities:

Meet with TATs
Develop proposal or work
statement
Needs assessment
Develop diagnostic/prescriptive
approach
Identify objectives
Gather data
Complete PPP

Imp lementation Phase

Rating of Helpfulness:

UTF members:

Develop materials
Inservice training
Budget

Information dissemination
Develop tests
Evaluation
No indication

Very
Helpful H

Not No
I ful Helpful Indication

I X

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of Meetings:

511

Very
Frequent

No
Frequent Infrequent Indication

X



Types of Activities:

Meet with TATs/consultants
Develop criteria for student
selection or placement
Student diagnosis
Identify tutors
Insorvice training
Develop community involvement
acti vities

Status and reporting activities
Record progress
Serve on special committees
Review program progress
Information dissemination
Evaluation
No indication

3. Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach:

Individualized prescription
Identification of student skill levels
Teacher observation
Contracts
Individualized instruction
Progress checklists
Testing
Review case histories
Staff conferences
Student/teacher conferences

512

Supplementary materials
Games, manipulative 8
Audio- Visual, Multimedia
Commercially made programs
Student grouping
Special classes
Skill sessions
Field trips
Reading/language center
Reading specialist, tutors
Language experience approach
Basal text instruction
No indication



4, Program Location:*

Reading is taught as a separate subject
Reading is taught indirectly
+hrough other subject matter

Special assistance is provided outside the
classroom for students in special need of
reading help
No indication

5, Stutiont/Teacher Organization:

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

117

67

20

,1=1MMIi....

Mean
Semester
Reported

Number of
Hours
per Class

Single teacher --multi-subjects
116

Reading specialist (responsible for more
than one class)

0
Team teachers 78
Students doing cross-age teaching 29
Tutor-specialist

Lg.
Tutor-aide

87
Other

0
No indication

6. Student Organization: Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

Individualized reading instruction
Small groups (5 or fewer students)
Large groups (6 or more students)
No indication

34

51

72

*Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to reporton each class they taught, Total number of classes for which data were reported: 13
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7. Classroom Language (All

Language
(% of Time
Used)

Classes

of Instruction
Language

Combined):

Native Language
(% of Students
Language

Speaking
of Students

Standard English 95% 35%

Non-Standard English 0 2

Spanish 5 60

French 0
American Indian
language or dialect 0

0Japanese
No indication

8. Reading Approach:

Meaning emphasis
Code emphasis
Linguistics
Modified alphabet
Responsive environment
Programmed learning
Individualized reading
Language experience
ELiectic or teacher's own
Other
No indication

514

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

36

20

0

8

10

9

10

29 ,



Techniques Used for Reading Instruction:

Machine - based programmed
instruction
Other programmed instruction
Gaming/simulation
Instructional TV
Interactive media
Intensive involvement
Discussion groups
Demonstration- performance
Lecture
Contracts
Use of supplementary materials
Other
No indication
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Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

10

0

27

14

3

0

22



10. Classroom Evaluation Procedures:

Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or
all students to determine individual reading needs.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for each student.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for the entire class.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward
reading for the entire class.
.Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for each individual.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for the entire class.
Visible records are kept of class performance.

Records of each student's performance are kept
with respect to each objective.
Students are kept informed of their progress.

Students are involved in self-evaluation.

Parents are informed of students' progress.

No indication

11. Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: , $30, 000
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Number of
Classrooms
in Which
Procedure
Used

9

10

13

11

6

13

8

12

10

12

r-



3. MAJOR FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN

1. Project Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment

Project Objectives

STUDENT

Student Attitude
Student Behavior
Student Reading Achievement
Reading-Related Skills X X

TEACHER
/ I

Teacher Competency
Teacher Attitude
Teacher Behavior

PARENT /COMMUNITY

Parent/Community
Involvement
Parent. Attitude

PROGRAM

Information Dissemination
Individualization of
Instruction
Innovation
Inservice Training
Additional Materials,
Services or Personnel

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Program Objectives
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under "Major Findings". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.
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Major Findings*

Major Area

e

4. 4,
:P C coect 4)

.,4 Ao 0 to

gq 0 b
A%

STUDENT
Reading Achievement
Reading-Related Skills
Social Skills
Attitude

TEACHER
Competency
Attitude
Teacher-Student Relations
Teacher-Staff Relations

PARENT/COMMUNITY
Support
Involvement

PROGRAM
Success of Inservice Training
Program Flexibility
Helpfulness of Technical Assistance
Significant Changes in Reading
Approach
Individualization of Instruction
Value of Assistance from
Aides/Volunteers

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Major Findings" or
under "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data iri the' Self - evaluation,
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3. Program Recommendations

Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports
were categorized into the areas listed beivw. An "X" indicates that
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area.

011.10.01.

*.mommommom

Mft*Ift.1.11

More emphasis on reading.related skills

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude

More remedial help

Increased effort to involve parents/community

Increased school-parent communications

More staff training

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach

More emphasis on individualization of instruction

Expand program within school/school district

More materials/equipment/personnel

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude

Improved evaluation techniques

Re-definition of needs

Improved communication with HEW

Continued funding

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS
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INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT

School: 3302

Grades: 2-3

A. School Characteristics

1. Geographic Region
A*BCDEF
X 111111111111111111111111

*States in this region are: Connecticut, Maine, Massachusetts
New Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, Puerto Rico, Rhode

. Island, Vermont, Virgin Islands

2. Urban-Rural Index

Urban Suburban

I

3. Student Population (Total School)

Total Reported Enrollment 818

Rural

Total Students in Each Grade Level

Grade No.of Students Grade No.of Students
79

1 123 8

2 113 9

3 101 10

4 107 11

5 107 12

6 _ 97 Pre-K 29
HalthStudent Ethnicity (Total Sch oole)

62

American Indian
Asian
Black
Mexican American
Puerto Rican
White
Other

521

Percent



B. Right o Read Student Characteristics

1. Amount of Time in Program: 1972.73 School Year
2. Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level

and-Ethnic Breakdown

Grade
K

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

Total -
No. of American

Students Indian

Percent

Black
Mexican Asian Puerto

American American Rican White Other

68 83 17

51 83 17

111.11..1..
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Re.ading Gains for 1972-73 School Year*
(see Vol. Tit V, A for detailed report)

Grade Level
(includes only levels
for which data were

1

2

3

4

5

6

Mean Gain per Month

11..........im.111Iana.11rem

0.7

Overall Mean Gain for School 00
(means adjusted for differing class sizes)
Name of Standardized
Test(s) Used

Right to Read Teacher Characteristics

Total Number Reported

Age

No. Years Teaching Experience

Sex

Ethnicity
No.

Percent

No.
Percent

MAT

St. Dev.

0.4

0.4

r]
Mean

I 29

Male

2z-Rree77
1-1.711
Female

Mexican Puerto No
Amr Ind Asian Black Amer Rican White Other Indication

BA or BS MA or MS PhD Other No Indication
Degree No. 1 3 I

Human- Fine No Indi-
Area of Educ Soc Sci ities Arts Ph sSci Math Other cation
Degree No. 1

Read Reading Bilingual Multi No.
Flpes Teacher FSpec Sub ect Other Indication

Job Title No.

Residential No. 1
Inner Cit Urban Suburban Rural No Indication,

Index

*Total number of classes for which achievement data were reported: 2
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Teacher Attitude Toward Right To Read Feature's
(figures indicate number of teachers responding) No Indica-

Effectiveness Lion or Not
warm. 'Included

Excellent Good Adequatep Very Poor in Program

Parent Involve-
ment

In-service
Training

Reading
Specialist

Instructional
Materials

Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing to
Teach in Right To Read Program next year:

Yes
Yes, if changes are made
Questionable
No

No Response
. Identification of Pro'ect Director

District Reading Reading. Classroom
Supt. Principal Specialist Teacher Teacher Other Indicated

No of
Teachers:

4

No Title
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Effectiveness of Right To Read ma to rims
Very Not No

Program Planning Procedure Useful Useful Useful Indication

1
(PPP)

(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as
parent involvernew, identification and prioritizing of student
needs and objecti-es, identification of basic reading approaches,
materials, and 1.rogram organizations. Also supplied information
on redirection of existing resources to support the new programl

Ways in which PPP was used in program:

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No
and Plannin: Student/Teacher Needs of Ob ectives Priorities Eval. Indication

Very Not No
Status and Reporting Center Useful Useful Useful Indication
(S aad RC)

X

(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve-
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with Nurrounding
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D. C.)

Ways in which S and RC was used:

Program Student/Teacher Task
Planning Needs Assessment Assignments

Display Reference
Program Progress Source

Forecast Information No
Outcomes Diiserrifnation Indication
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F. Technical Assistant Utilization

Rating of Helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

Technical Assistant Activities:

1. Program planning

2. Program implementation

3. Interpret Right to Read
planning materials

4, Work on the Unit Task Force

5. Develop Work Statement/
Prop-;s:t1

Develop or identify
curriculum materials

7, Needs assessment

8, Diagnosis/prescription

9. Identify objectives

10. Staff development

11. Identify alternate approaches

12. Develop team teaching

13. Observe classes

14. Advise on parental
involvement

15. Recommend consultants

16. Budget planning

17. Evaluation

18. Liaison with Right to Read,
Washington, D. C.

19. Plan for 1973 -74 program

20. No indication of activity
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Parent Involvement

Extent of
Involvement

Activities:

1. Unit Task Force

2. Program planning

3. Program implementation

4. Develop materials

5. Purchase/repair materials

6. Aides, tutors, volunteers

7. Advisory council

8. Workshops, conferences

527

High Medium Low No Indication

9. heading is Fundamental

10. PTA, open house, other
traditional meetings

11. Supplementary activities

12. Community relations

13. Information dissemination

14. No indication



H. Teacher Aides

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides
Worked in classrooms
Were paid
Were Parent

Student teacher
Community organization member
High school student
Other

Average number of hours aides worked
per semester
Types of Activities Performed:
Tutoring students
Marking tests
Distributing materials
Working in small and large groups
Preparing materials
Liaison with parents and other outside personnel
Bus monitoring
Supervising recreational activities in or outside
class
Classroom maintenance
Supervising field trips
Other

Teacher rating of aides' effectiveness (figure' indicate number
of teachers reporting data)

Very Very
Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective

I

528



I. Program Characteristics

1. Inservice Training:

Individuals responsible for training:

Consultants
Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members
Project director
Reading specialist
Classroom teacher
No indication

Individuals trained:

Reading specialist/teacher
Classroom teachers
Other staff
Paraprofessionals
Parents
No indication

X

Training areas.

Learning theory
Student background and self
concept
Language development
Motor and perceptual skills
Right to Read Program
Diagnostic / prescriptive
approach

Instructional approach
Instructional materials
Teaching techniques
Classroom organization and
management
Evaluation
No indication,

X

X

X
00.1.11.10.

p.011111001.

X
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Training Methods:

Group or individual meetings, seminars, workshops,
confe rences
Scho01 visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom
observations
Univel:gity courses
Video taping, audio-visuals multi-media
No indication

2 Unit Task Force Activities

Planning Phase

Rating of helpfulness: Very Not
Helpful Helpful Helpful

{

UTF Members:

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of meetings:

No
Indication

x7

Very No
Frequent Frequent Infrequent Indication
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Types of Activities:

Meet with TATs
Develop prOposal or work
statement
Needs assessment
Develop diagnostic/prescriptive
approach
Identify objectives
dather data
Complete PPP

Implementation Phase

Rating of Helpfulness:

UTF members:

Develop materials
Inservice training
Budget

Information dissemination
Develop tests
Evaluation
No indication

Very
Helpful Hel

Not No
ful Helpful Indication

Consultants
Adminiotrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of Meetings:
Very
Frequent

531

Frequent Infre
No

uent Indication

X



Types of Activities:

Meet with TATs/consultants
Develop criteria for student
selection or placement
Student diagnosis
Identify tutors
Inservice training
Develop community involvement
activities

1.
Status and reporting activities
Record progress
Serve on special committees
Review program progress
Information dissemination
Evaluation
No indication

3. Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach:

Individualized prescription
Identification of student skill levels
Teacher observation
Cont racts
Individualized instruction
Progress checklists
Testing
Review case histories
Staff conferences
Student/teacher conferences

a
aa
a

Supplementary materials
Games, rnanipulatives
Audio- Visual, Multimedia
Commercially made programs
Student grouping
Special classes
Skill sessions
Field trips
Reading/language center
Reading specialist, tutors
Language experience approach
Basal text instruction
No indication
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4. Program Location:*

Reading is taught as a separate subject
Reading is taught indirectly
through other subject matter

Special assistance is provided outside the
classroom for students in special need of
reading help
No indication

5, Student/Teacher Organization:

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

140

100

60

Mean
Semester
Reported

Number of
Hours
per Class

Single teachermulti-subjects 200
Reading specialist (responsible for more
than one class) 60
Team teachers 0

Students doing cross-age teaching
Tutor-specialist 0
Tutor-aide 200
Other 0

No indication

6. Student Organization: Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

Individualized reading instruction O.
Small groups (5 or fewer students) 0

Large groups (6 or more students) 300
No indication

*Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report
on each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported: 5
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7. Classroom Language (All Classes Combined):

Language of Instruction Native Language of Students
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking
Used) Language

Standard English
Non.Standard English
Spanish
French
Amorican Indian
language or dialect
Japanese
No indication

8. Reading Approach:

100%

Meaning emphasis
Code emphasis
Linguistics
Modified alphabet
Responsive environment
Programmed learning
Individualized reading
Language experience
Eclectic or teacher's own
Other
No indication
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Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

120

20

120

20

20

0



Techniques Used for Reading Instruction:

Mean
Semester
Reported

Machine- based programmed

Number of
Hours

per Class

instruction 40
Other programmed instruction 80
Gay-Ain/simulation
Instructional TV
Interactive media
Intensive involvement 6
Disc lesion groups 44
Demonstration- performance 92
Lecture

Mowlmwel,...1010

0

Contracts 0

Use of supplementary materials 34
Othex 0
No indication
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10. Classroom Evaluation Procedures:

Diagnostic reading teats are used with most or
all students to determine individual reading needs.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for each student.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for the entire class.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward
reading for the entire class.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for each individual,
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for the entire class.
Visible records are kept of class performance.

Records of each student's performance are kept
with respect to each objective.
Students are kept informed of their progress.

Students are involved in self-evaluation.

Parents are informed of students' progress.

No indication

11. Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: $30,000
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Number of
Classrooms
in Which
Procedure
Used

5

5

5

1

0

5

4

5

5

5



3. MAJOR FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN
151kNtdr Utr.ttrAauttretsi
1. Project Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment *

Project Objectives

STUDENT

Student Attitude
Student Behavior X X

Student Reading Achievement X X

Reading-Related Skills X

I

X
TEACHER

Teacher Competency
Teacher Attitude
Teacher Behavior

PARENT /COMMUNITY

X
Parent/Community
Involvement
Parent Attitude .-

PROGRAM

Information Dissemination
Individualization of
Instruction XX...---__
Innovations
Inservice. Training
Additional Materials,
Services or Personnel _

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Program Objectives
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under "Major Findings". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.
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1124SANB,

9przweteqcy
Attitude
Teacher-Student Relations
Teacher-Staff Relations

PA ENT /COMMUNITY
Support
Involvement

PROGRAM

Success of lnsrvice Training
Program Flexibility
cfel fulness of Technical Assistance
Significant Changes in Reading
Ap roach
Individualization of Instruction
Value of Assistance from
Aides Volunteers

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS X

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Major Findings" or
finder "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.
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Program Recommendations

Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports
were categorized into the areas listed below. An "X" indicates that
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area.

01.0.110111

...

41.1010..

11.11011

01110

ma001011.o

10

More emphasis on reading-related skills

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude

More remedial help

Increased effort to involve parents/community

Increased school-parent communications

More staff training

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach

More emphasis on, individualization of instruction

Expand program within school/school district

More materials/equipment/personnel

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude

Improved evaluation techniques

Re-definition of needs

Improved communication with HEW

Continued funding

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS
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INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT

School:
Oracles;

3306

K-5

cichoolCharactoristics

I. Cleo ra
A*BCDE

011111111111111111111111111111111

*States in this region are: Connecticut, Maine, Massachusetts
New Hampshire, New jersey, New York, Puerto Rico, Rhode
Island, Vermont, Virgin Islands

Urban.Rural Index

Urban7-1 Suburban

Student Population (Total School)

Total Reported Enrollment 358
Total Students in Each Grade Level

Grade No.of Students Grade No.of Students
K 51 7

1 41 8
2 53 9

3 53 10
4 75 11

5 85 12

Rural

6 illIi.oglo.....maamml611.

Student Ethnicity (Total School)

American Indian
Asian
Black
Mexican American
Puerto Rican
White
Other

541

Percent

99



B. Itightto.1.4151Studet

1, Amount of Time in Programs 1972.73 School Year
Number. of Right to Road Students in Each Grade Level
and Ethnic Breakdown

1113111111111111111111111 111111111111111
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3. Iloading Gain for 1972.73 School Year*
(soo Vol, Ho VI A for detailed report)

Grade Level.**
tiricnicios okay lovols
for which data wore
ro

1

3

4

5

6

Munn Cl4111nurtionth

0.9

1.Z

Overall Moan Gain for School
(means adjusted for differing class sizes)
Name of Standardized
Test(s) Used l'eB3

St. Dev.

1.4

.111......1110.1
,Right to Read Teacher Characteristics

Total Number :Reported LL j
Mean

Ago

No. Years Teaching Experience

o Sex

Ethnicity
No,

Percent

No.
Percent

Ran e
[

CL-L1=3
Female

Mexican Puerto No
Arnr Ind Asian Black Amer Rican White Other indication

BA or BS MA or MS Phi) Other No IndicationDegree No,

Area of
Degree No.

Job Title No.

o Residential No.
Index

Human- Fine No Indi-
Educ Soc Sci ities Arts Ph sSci Math Other cation

1111111111111111111111111111

Read Reading Bilingual Multi
Spec Teacher Spec Subject Other Indication

6

No

Inner Cit Urban Suburban Rural No Indication
3

Total number of classes for which achievement data were reported: 10
**Does not include combined grades
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Teacher Attitude Toward Right To Road Featur.on
(figures indicate number of teachers responding)

Effectiveness- 'Include d

No Indica.
tio or Notn

Parent Involve.
wont

In.service
Training

Reading
Specialist

instructional
Materials

Excellent Good Adocivat:e Poor Very Poor in Program" *A 11.1.1.4

0411.04100114Mosmimpl........4101.4111.

10

Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing to
Teach in Right To Read Program next year:

Yo

Yes, if changes aro .made
Questionable
No

No Response
D. Identification of Project Director

District
Supt. Principal Specialist Teacher Teacher

Person from the state university

Reading Reading Classroom

544

No; of
Teachers:

146 Title
Other Indicated
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Effectiveness of Right Read Materials

Program Planning Procedure
(PPP)

Very, Not No
Useful Useful Useful Indication

(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as
parent involvement, identification and prioritising of student
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches,
materials,and program organisations. Also supplied information
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program

Ways in which PPP was used in program:

Structuring Identification of
Student/Teacherand Plannin

Identification Listing Ongoing No
Needs of Objectives Priorities Eval, Indication

Very Not No
Status and Reporting Center Useful Useful Useful Indication
(S and RC)

X

(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve-
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D. C.)

Ways in which S and RC was used:

Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference
Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source

Forecast Information No
Outcomes Di'ssernfnation Indication
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Technical Assistant Utilization,

Rating of Helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indic atiOn

Technical Assistant Activities:

1. Program planning

2. Program implementation

3. Interpret Right to Read
planning materials

4, Work on the Unit Task Force

5. Develop Work Statement/
Proposal

Develop or identify
curriculum materials

7. Needs assessment

8. Diagnosis /prescription

9. identify objectives

10. Staff development

11. Identify alternate approaches

12, Develop team teaching

13. Observe clams

14. Advise on parental
involvement

15. Recommend consultants

16. Budget planning

17. Evaluation

18. Liaison with Right to Read,
Washington, D. C.

19. Plan for 1973.74 program

20. No indication of activity
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Pa rent Involvement

Extent of
Involvement

Activities:

Unit Task Force

2, Program planning

3. Program implementation

4. Develop materials

5. Purchase/repair materials

6. Aides, tutors, volunteers

7. Advisory council

8. Workshops, conferences

547

High Medium Low No Indication

9, Reading is

10. PTA, open house, other
traditional meetings

11. Supplementary activities

1 2. Community relations

13. Information dissemination

14. No indication



Teacher Aides

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides
Worked in classrooms
Were paid
Were: Parent

Studeht teacher
Community organization member
High school student
Other

Average number of hours aides worked
per semester
Types of Activities Performed:
Tutoring students
Marking tests
Distributing materials
Working in small and large groups
Preparing materials
Liaison with parents and other outside personnel
Bus monitoring
Supervising recreational activities in or outside
class
Classroom maintenance
Supervising field trips
Other

927
92%

38,'
54%

157\

237

697

289

X

X

X

X

Teacher rating of aides' effectiveness (figurei indicate number
of teachers reporting data)

Very Very
Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective

1 9 3 1
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I. Program Characteristics

I. Inservice Training:

Individuals responsible for training:

Consultants
Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members
Project director
Reading specialist
Classroom teacher
No indication

Individuals trained:

Reading specialist/teacher
Classroom teachers
Other staff
Paraprofessionals
Parents
No indication

Training areas.

Learning theory
Student background and self
concept
Language development
Motor and perceptual skills
Right to Read Program
Diagnostic/ prescriptive
approach

Instructional approach
Instructional materials
Teaching techniques
Classroom organization and
management
Evaluation
No indication
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Training Methods:

Group or individual meetings, seminars, workshops,
conferences

A

School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom
observations
University courses
Video taping, audio-visuals multi-media
No indication

Unit Task Force Activities

Planning

Rating of helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

X

UTF Members:

Frequency of meetings:

Consultants
.Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Very
Frequent Frequent Infrequent Indication

No
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Types of Activities:

Meet with TATs
Develop proposal or work
statement
Needs assessment
Develop diagnostic/prescriptive
approach
Identify objectives
Gather data
Complete PPP

Implementation Phase

Rating of Helpfulness:

UTF members:

Develop materials
Inservice training
Budget

Information dissemination
Develop tests
Evaluation
No indication

rs
U
Ur
U

Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of Meetings:
Very
Frequent Frequent

X

No
Infrequent Indication
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Types of Activities:

Meet with T.,1Ts/consultants
Develop criteria for student
selection or placement
Student diagnosis
Identify tutors
Inservice training
Develop community involvement
activities

Status and reporting activities
Record progress
Serve on special committees
Review program progress
Information dissemination
Evaluation
No indication

3, Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach:

Individualized prescription
Identification of student skill levels
Teacher observation
Contracts
Individualized instruction
Progress checklists
Testing
Review case histories
Staff conferences
Student/teacher conferences

1.11101111.1.11111./

X

p1
10.
X

111..111

Supplementary materials
Games, manipulatives
Audio-Visual, Multimedia
Commercially made programs
Student grouping
Special classes
Skill 30 ssions
Field trips
Reading/language center
Reading specialist, tutors
Language experience approach
Basal text instruction
No indication
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4. Program Location:*

Reading is taught as a separate subject
Reading is taught indirectly
through other subject matter

Special assistance is provided outside the
classroom for students in special need of
reading help
No indication

5. Student/Teacher Organization:

Single teacher--multi-subjects
Reading specialist (responsible for more
than one class)
Team teachers
Students doing cross-age teaching
Tutor-specialist
Tutor-aide
Other
No indication

6. Student Organization:

Individualized reading instru tion
Small groups (5 or fewer students)
Large groups (6 or more students)
No indication

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

152

108

69

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

272

15

144

6

7

152

14

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

16

91

84

*Information on items four through tea was obtained by asking teachers to reporton each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported:

553



7. Classroom Language (All Classes Combined)I

Standard English
Non-Standard English
Spanish
French
American Indian
language or dialect
Japanese
No indication

Language of Instruction Native Language of Students
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking
Used) Language

50%

8. Reading Approach:

50

Meaning emphasis
Code emphasis
Linguistic
Modified alphabet
Responsive environment
Programmed learning
Individualized reading
Language experience
Eclectic or teacher's own
Other
No indication

554

j_510_

55

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

47

36

14

26

34

29

48

7

35



Techniques Used for Reading Instruction:

Machine - based programmed
instruction
Other programmed instruction
Gaming/simulation
Instructional TV
Interactive media
Intensive involvement
Discussion groups
Demonstration- performance
Lecture
Contracts
Use of supplementary materials
Other
No indication

555

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

43

18

0

13

1

8

28

99

24

72

0



10. Classroom Evaluation Procedures:

Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or
all students to determine individual reading needs.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for each student,
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for the entire class.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward
reading for the entire class.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for each individual.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives Set for the entire class.
Visible records are kept of class performance.

Records of each student's performance are kept
with respect to each objective,
Students are kept informed of their progress.

Students are involved in self-evaluation.

Parents al.., informed of studehts' progress,

No indication

11. Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: $50,000

556

Number of
Classrooms
in Which
Procedure
Used

11

8

12

11

10

12

11

8

10

12

12

12



1. Project Objectives and Degree of Accomplishmunt

Project Objectives

STUDENT

Student Attitude
Student Behavior
Student Reading Achievement
Readin: - Related Skills

TEACHER
Teacher Competency
Teacher Attitude X
Teacher Behavior

PARENT/COMMUNITY

.

Parent/Community
Involve,ment
Parent Attitude

PROGRAM

Information Dissemination
Individualization of
Instruction
Innovations
Inservice Training
Additional Materials,
Services or Persnmel

,

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Program Objectives
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under ''Major Findings". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the selfevaluation.



Majk_saidin

Major Area

STUDENT

Reading Achievement
Reeding-Related Skills
Social Sicilia
Attitude

TEACHER
Competency
Attitudes
Teacher Student Relations
Teacher-Staff Relations

PARENT/COMMUNITY
Support
Involvement

PROGRAM

Success of Inservice Training
Program Flexibility
Helpfulness of Technical Assistance
Significant Changes in Reading
ApAroach
Individualization of Instruction
Value of Assistance from
Aides/Volunteets

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS

*Sites may have indicated program success undet "Major Findings" or
under "Program Objectives andIDegree of Accompliihment". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in "the' eelf-evaluation.

558



3. Program Recommendations

Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports
were categorized into the areas listed below. An "X" indicates that
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area.

More emphasis on reading-related skills

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude

More remedial help. Increased effort to involve parents/community

Increased school-parent communications

More staff training

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach

More emphasis or individualization of instruction

Expand program within school/ school district

More materials/equipment/personnel

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude

X Improved evaluation techniques

Re-definition of needs

Improv4d communication with HEW

Continued funding
MmotiONIMIM

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS
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School: 3402



INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT

School: 3402

Grades: 1-3

A. School Characti ristics

1. Geographic Region
A B Ce D F

1111111111111311111111111111111111

*States in this region are: Alabama, Florida, Georgia,
Kentucky, Louisiana, Mississippi, North Carolina, SouthCarolina, Tennessee

2. Urban-Rural Index

Urban Suburban

3. Student Population (Total School)

Total Reported Enrollment 311

Rural

o Total Students in Each Grade Level
Gracie No. of Students Grade No. of Students

K 7
1 116 8
2 99 9
3 10
4 11

12
6 Ila=11.....=.1

Student Ethnicity {Total School)

American Indian
Ahan
Black
Mexican American
Puerto Rican
White
Other

561

Percent

60



B. Right to Read Student Characteristics

Amount of Time in Program: 1972-73 School Year
Z. Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level

and Ethnic Breakdown

Total
No. of American

Grade Students Indian

Percent
Mexican

Black American
Asian

American
Puerto
Rican White Other

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

116

99

96

40 60

40 60

40 60

oli.11

WIMINa.



Reading Gains for 1972.13 School Year*
(see Vol. II, V, A for detailed ropbrt)

Grade Level
(includes only levels
for'which data were
reportc.1d)

1

2

3

4

5

6

Mean Gair....2saljopth

0.9
l.0

Overall Mean Gain for School Oa 9(means adjusted for differing class sizes)
Name of Standardized

CATTest(s) Used

C. Right to Read Teacher Characteristics
Total Number Reported

Age

No. Years Teaching Experience

Sex

Ethnicity
No.

Percent

Degree

Area of
Degree

Job Title

St. Day,. ..
0,6
1.0

0.8

MUM
12_1121.3

L Z1,

Ran e

MaleNa. F"
Percent

Female
1414
100

Mexican Puerto NoAmr Ind Asian Black Amer' Rican White Other Indication

BA or BS MA or MS PhD Other No IndicationNo. ====1=1====1,
Human- Fine No Incli.nEduc Soc Sci ities Aits Ph °Set Math Other cation

f No,

Read
S .ec

Reading
Teacher

Bilingual
S .ec

Multi Not
Sub act Other IndicationNo.

011131111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111

Residential No.
Index

Inner Ci Urban Suburban Rural No Indication
11111111111111111111111111.111=111311111011

*Total number of classes for which achievement data were reported: 7



Teacher Attitude Toward Right To Read Features
(figures indicate number of teachers responding) No Indica-

tion or NotEffectiveness
, 'Included

Excellent Good Adequate Poor Very Poor hi ProgramP..................... .............. I. .......... , wisorawal ... o.........,.....

Parent Involve-
ment 3

=mmENII

In-service
Training 3

Reading
Specialist 3 1

Instructional
,411100.0.1welOM...*yrad.wwelo

Materials 3

Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing to
Teach in Right To Read Program next year:

Yes
Yes, if changes are made
Questionable
No

No Response
D. Identification of Project Director

District
Sut

X

No; of
Teachers:

Reading Reading Classroom No Title
Princi al Specialist Teacher Teacher Other Indicated

564
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Effectiveness of Right To Read Materials
Very Not No

Program Planning Procedure Useful Useful Useful Indication
(PPP)

X

(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as
parent involvement, identification and prioritizing of student
needs rnd objectives, identification of basic reading approaches,
materials,and program organizations. Also supplied Information
on redirection of existing resources to support the new progrart0

Ways in which PPP was used in program:

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No
and Planning Student /Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities Eval, Indication.

Very Not No
Status and Reporting Center Useful Useful Useful' Indication
(S and RC)

(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve-
ment'during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D. C.)

Ways in which S and RC was used:

Program Student/Teacher Task Display ReferencePlanning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source

fi Forecast Information No
Outcomes Di'ssemi'nation Indication



F. Technical Assistant Utilization

Rating of Helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

-1 x 1
Technical Assistant Activities:

1. Program planning
MmookuelMI

11. Identify alternate approaches

2. Program implementation
momemme

12. Develop team teaching

3. Interpret Right to Read 13. Observe classes

4.

planning materials

Work on the Unit Task Force
14. Advise on parental

involvement

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

10.

Develop Work Statement/
Proposal

Develop or identify
curriculum materials

Needs assessment

Diagnosis /prescription

Identify objectives

Staff development

15.

16.

17.

18.

19,

20.

Recommend consultants

Budget planning

Evaluation

Liaison with Right to Read,
Washington, D. C.

Plan for 1973.74 program

No indication of activity

1.1111111.0.1

mOOMMer

Mosemmod

.1=Rame.e..81/
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G. Parent Involvement

Extent of
Involvement

Activities:

High Medium Low No Indication

1.

2,

Unit Task Force

Program planning
9.

10.

Reading is Fundamental

PTA, open house, other
traditional meetings

1101.11.11.1

3. Program implementation
11. Supplementary activities4. Develop materials
12. Community relations5. Purchase/repair materials
13. Information dissemination

....111

6. Aides, tutors, volunteers
14. No indication7. Advisory council

8. Workshops, conferences

567



H, Teacher Aides

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides
Worked in classrooms
Were paid
Were: Parent

Student' teacher
Community organization member
High school student
Other

Average number of hours aides worked
per semester
Types of Activities Performed:
Tutoring students
Marking tests
Distributing materials
Working in small and large groups
Preparing materials
Liaison with parents and other outside personnel
Bus monitoring
Supervising recreational activities in or outside
class
Classroom maintenance
Supervising field trips
Other

Teacher rating of aides' effectiveness (figures' indicate number
of teachers reporting data)

Very Very
Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective

i

568



1

41101M1.

I. prograrnistics
1. Inservice Training:

Individuals responsible for training:

Consultants
Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members
Project director
Reading specialist
Classroom teacher
No indication

Individuals trained:

Reading specialist/teacher
Classroom teachers
Other staff
Paraprofessionals
Parents
No indication

Training areas

Learning theory
Student background and self
concept
Language development
Motor and perceptual skills
Right to Read Program
Diagnostic / sc riptive
approach

569

Instructional approach
Instructional materials
Teaching techniques
Classroom organization and
management
Evaluation
No indication



Training Methods:

Group or individual meetings, seminars, workshops,
conferences
School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom
observations
University courses
Video taping, audio-visuals, multi-media
No indication

2, Unit Task Force Activities

Planning Phase

Rating of helpfulness: Very
Hel ful Hel ful Hel ful Indication

UTF Members:

Frequency of meetings:

Not No

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Very
Fre uent Fre uent Infre uent Indication

X

No

570



Typos ,f Activities:

Meet with TATs
Develop proposal or work
statement
Needs assessment
Develop diagnostic/prescriptive
approach
Identify objectives
Gather data
Complete PPP

Implementation Phase

Rating of Helpfulness:

UTF members:

Develop materials
Inservice training
Budget
Information dissemination
Develop tests
Evaluation
No indication

Very Not No
Helpful Helpful. Helpful Indication

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of Meetings:

571

X

Very No
Freguent Frlauent Infrequent

X

Indication



Types of Activities:

Meet with TATS /consultants
Develop criteria for student
selection or placement
Student diagnosis
Identify tutors
Inservice training
Develop community involvement
activities

Status and reporting activities
Record progress
Serve on special committees
Review program progress
information dissemination
Evaluation
No indication

3. Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach:

Individualized prescription
Identification of student skill levels
Teacher observation
Cont racts
Individualized instruction
Progress checklists
Testing
Review case histories
Staff conferences
Student/teacher conferences

X Supplementary materials
Games, manipulatives
Audio- Visual, Multimedia
Commercially made programs
Student grouping
Special classes
Skill sessions
Field trips
Reading/language center
Reading specialist, tutors
Language experience approach
nasal text instruction
No indication

572
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4. Progiam Location:*

Reading is taught as a separate subject
Reading i§ taught indirectly
through other subject matter

Special assistance is provided outside the
classroom for students in special need of
reading help
No indication

5. Stwient/Teacher Organization;

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

148

13

6

Mean
Semester
Reported

Number of
Hours
per Class

Single teachermulti-subjects 107

Reading specialist (responsible for more
than one class) 0

Team teachers 158

Students doing cross-age teaching 0

Tutor-specialist 0

Tutor-aide 6

Other 0

No indication

6. Student Organization: Mean Number of
Semester Hollis
Reported per Class

Individualized reading instruction
Small groups (5 or fewer students)
Large groups (6 or more students)
No indication

31

98
38

*Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report
on each class they taught. Total numbor of classes for which data. were reported: 4

573



7. Classroom Language (All Classes Combined):

Language of Instruction Native Language of Students
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking
Used) Language

Standard English
Non-Standard English
Spanish
French
American Indian
language or dialect
Japanese
No indication

8. Reading Approach:

100 %

,1.1,

Meaning emphasis
Code emphasis
Linguistics
Modified alphabet
Responsive environment
Programmed learning
Individualized reading
Language experience
Eclectic or teacher's own
Other
No indication

574

83 '91(

17

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

54

20

5

0

5

5

9

11

82

0



9. Techniques Used for Reading Instruction:

Machine - based programmed
instruction
Other programmed instruction
Gaming/simulation
Instructional TV
Interactive media
Intensive involvement
Discussion groups
Demonstration- performance
Lecture
Contracts
Use of supplementary materials
'Other
No indication

575

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

4

8

0

0

8

0

21

36

0

60

28



10. Classroom Evaluation Procedures:

Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or
all students to determine individual reading needs.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for each student.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for the entire class.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward
reading for the entire class.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for each individual.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for the entire class.
Visible records are kept of class performance.

Records of each student's performance are kept
with respect to each objective.
Students are kept informed of their progress.

Students are involved in self-evaluation.

Parents are informed of students' progress.

No indication

11. Total Funding for 1972-73 school year:

576

$40, 000

Number of
Classrooms
in Which
Procedure
Used

4

4

3

4

1

4

3

4

4

4

4

4



J. MAJOR FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN

1. Project Objectives and Degree 1 0 Inn e nt *

Project Objectives

STUDENT
.

Student Attitude
Student Behavior X X

Student Reading Achievement
Readin: Related Skills

TEACHER
Teacher Competency
Teacher Attitude
Teacher Behavior

PARENT/COMMUNITY

. .

Parent/Community
Involvement
Parent Attitude

PROGRAM

Information Dissemination
Individualization of
Instruction
Innovations
Inservice Trainin: .
Additional Materials,
Services or Personnel

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Program Objectives
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under "Major Findings". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.
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Major Area

STUDENT
Readin Achievement
Reading-Related Skills

,......--..
X ,

Social Skills
Attitude

TEACHER
Corn etenc
Attitude
Teacher-Student Relations X

Teacher-Staff Relations

PARENT/COMMUNITY
Support
Involvement

PROGRAM

Success of Inservice Trainin.
Program._....ne2_,_...yibilit

Helpfulness of Technical Assistance
--

Significant Changes in Reading
Pproach

.
Individualization of Instruction
Value of Assistance from
Aides/Volunteers

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Major Findings' or
under "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.
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3. Program

Recommendations contained within the self evaluation reports
were categorized into the areailisted below, An "X" indicates that
the site made a recommendation with regetvd to that particular area.

01.111111110

001111.11.11

01110.11.01

11%

40al

.11110.1110

11111101

AM1110011110110

emlossIIMM

More emphasis on reading...related skills

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude

More remedial help

Increased effort to involve parents/community

Increased school-parent communications

More staff training

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach

More emphasis on individualization of instruction

Expand program within school/school district

More materials/equipment/personnel

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude

Improved evaluation techniques

Re-definition of needs

Improved communication with HEW

Continued funding

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS
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School: 3801



School:
Grades: 1-6

INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT

3901

A. School Characteristics

1. 222.821phicataim.
ABCDEF*

*States in this region are: Alaska, Idaho, Guam, Nevada,
Oregon, Washington

Urban-Rural Index

Urban Suburban Rural

3. Studet It Po School)

Tota) Reported Enrollment
Total Students in Each Grade Luvel

Grade
K

1.4.10110M ....NOMMV=IMANla

I 71

2 73

3 67

4 85

84

6 91

No. of Students Grade
7

8

9

10

11

12

Student Ethnicity rotal School)

No. of Students

Percent
American Indian 3

Asian
Black
Mexican American 2

Puerto Rican
White
Other

581
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Rig. to Reaca___ItCharacteristics

I. Amount of Time in Program% 1972.73 School Year
Z. Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level

and Ethnic Breakdown

Total
No. of American Mexican Asian Puerto

Grade Students Indian Black American American Rican

Percent

I<

2

3

4

5

30

33

30

33
6

32

8

9

10

11

12

Ilia

White Other

100

100

97

100

97

0.11.1..

582



3, Reading Gains for 197E -73 S^hool Year*
(see Vol. II, V, A for dotal/ ,d report)

Grade Level
(includes only levels
for which data wore
reported) Mean Gain per Month St. Dev.

1

0.5
3 2.3 1.0
4 L.0 0.8
5 1.8 1.1
6

Overall Moan Gain for School

'.5 1.0

1.0 1,0
(moans adjusted for differing class sizes)
Name of Standardized
Test(s) Used

C. Right to Readhatistics
Total Number Reported

Age

No. Years Teaching Experience

Sex

Ethnicity
No.

Percent

Degree 1,1o.

Area of
Degree No

Job Title No,

Residential No,
Index

No.
Percent

'SAT

1.20 1
Mean flange

EED
Elp

Male
1111111111PMEN
Female

9Q

Mexican Puerto No
Amr Ind Asian Black Amer Rican White Other IndicationMUM l 111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111

11111111111111011111110111111111111111111111111111 MINIMS
BA or BS MA or MS PhD Other No Indic_ ation

Human- Fine No Indi.
Educ Soc Sci ities Arts Ph sSci Math Other cation
18 11111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111 111M11111111111111111111111111110

2

Reading Bilingual Multi No
Teacher S ec Sub Oct Other Indication

1

r_lnnerban Subran Rural No Indieatiion

Total number of classes for which achievement data were reported: 5
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Teacher Attitude Toward Right To Read Features
(figures indicate number of teachers responding)

Effectivt:am,

Parent Involve-
ment

In- service
Training

Reading
Specialist

Instructional
Materials

Excellent Good Ach uato Poor Very Poor

No Indica..
tion or Not
Included
in Program

6 7 4 3

1 9 .4

8 10

6 11

Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing so
Teach in Right To Read Program next year

Yes
Yes, if changes are made
Questionable
No

No Response
D. Identification of Project Director

District Reading Reading Classroom No Title
Supt. Specialist Teacher Teacher Other Indicated

No; of
Teachers:

X4111.
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E. Effectiveness of Right To Read Iv ierials
'Very Not NoProgram Planning Procedure Useful Useful Useful Indication(PPP)

(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas asparent involvement, identification and prioritizing of studentneeds and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches,materials,and program organizations. Also supplied informationon redirection of existing resources to support Cie new program3

Ways in which PPP was used in program:

'Structuring Identification of Identification. Listing Ongoing Noand Plannin Student/Teacher Needs of Ob ectives Priorities Eval, Indication

Status and Reporting Center
(S avid RC)

Very Not No
Useful Useful Useful Indication

(A document with charts guiding the school in community involvement during planning of activities, and liaison with surroundingschools and Right to Read, Washington, D. C.)
Ways in which S and RC was used

Program Student /Teacher Task Display Rote rencePlanning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source

X IN
Forecast Information No
Outcomes bi'ssemfnation Indication
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F, Technical Assistant Utilization

Rating of Helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

Technical Assistant Activities:

1. Program planning

2. Program in)plementation

. Interpret Right to Read
planning materials

. Work on the Unit Task Force

5. Develop Work Statement/
Proposal

Develop or identify
curriculum materials

7. Needs assessment

8. Diagnosis/prescription

9. Identify objectives

10. Staff development

11. Identify alternate approaches

12. Develop team teaching

15. Observe classes

14. Advise on parental
involvement

15. Recommend consultants

16. Budget planning

17. Evaluation

18. Liaison with Right to Read,
Washington, D. C.

19. Plan for 1973-74 program

20. No indicttion of activity
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CI. Parent Involvement

Extent of
Involvement

Activities:

1. Unit Task Force

2. Program planning

3. Program implementation

4. Develop materials

5. Purchase/repair materials

6. Aides, tutors, volunteers

7. Advisory council

8. Workshops, conferences

587

High Medium Low No Indication

9. Reading is .Fundamental

10. PTA, open house, other
traditional meetings

11. Supplementary activities

12. Community relations

13. Information dissemination

14, No indication



H. Teacher Aides

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides
Worked in classrooms
Were paid
Were: Parent

Student teacher
Community organization member
High school student
Other

Average number of hours aides worked
per semester
Types of Activities Performed:
Tutoring students
Marking tests
Distributing materials
Working in small and large groups
Preparing materials
Liaison with parents and other outside personnel
Bus monitoring
Supervising recreational activities in or outside
class
Classroom maintenance
Supe vising field trips
Other

tomomomarl

82
1.101101

14

77

0

0

14

9

94

X

r X

Teacher rating of aides' effectiveness (figures` indicate number
of teachers reporting data)

Very Very
Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective

11 1 7 .
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I. Program Characteristics

Inservice Training:

Individuals responsible for training:

Consultants
Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members
Project director
Reading specialist
Classroom teacher
No indication

Individuals trained:

Reading specialist/teacher
Classroom teachers
Other staff
Paraprofessionals
Parents
No indication

Training areas.

Learning theory
Student background and self
concept
Language development
Motor and perceptual skills
Right to Read Program
Diagnostic/ prescriptive
approach

X

1111.11

X

589

Instructional approach
Instructional materials
Teaching techniques
Classroom organization and
management
Evaluation
No indication

IiU
X



Training Methods:

Group or individual meetings, seminars, workshops,
conferences
School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom
observations
University courses
Video taping, audio-visuals, multi-media
No indication

2, Unit Task Force Activities

Planning Phase

Ratirg of helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

I 1 X

UTF Members:

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of meetings:
Very No
Fre uent Fre uent Infra uent Indication

X

590



Types of Activities:

Meet with TATs
Develop proposal or work
statement
Needs assessment
Develop diagnostic/prescriptive
approach
Identify objectives
Gather data
Complete PPP

Implementation Phase

Rating of Helpfulness:

UTF members:

Develop materials
Inservice training
Budget

Information dissemination
Develop tests
Evaluation
No indication

Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

X I

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of Meetings:
Very
Frequent

591

Frequent

X

X
1--J

No
Infrequent Indication



e Types of Activities;

Meet with TATS /consultants
- Develop criteria for student

selection or placement
Student diagnosis
Identify tutors
Insorvice training
Develop community involvement
activities

Status and reporting activities
Record progress
Serve on special committees
Review program progress X

Information dissemination
Evaluation
No indication

3. Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach%

Individualized prescription
Identification of student skill levels
Teacher observation
Contracts
Individualized instruction
Progress checklists
Testing
Review case histories
Staff conferences
Student/teacher conferences

m
U
U
U
rn
U

592

Supplementary materials
Games, manipulatives
Audio- Visual, Multimedia
Commercially made programs
Student grouping
Special classes
Skill sessions
Field trips
Reading/language center
Reading specialist, tutors
Language experience approach
Basal text instruction
No indication

X



4. Program Locations*

Reading is taught as a separate subject
Reading is taught indirectly
through other subject matter

Special assistance is provided outside the
classroom for students in special need ofreading help
No indication

5. Student/Teacher Organisation:

Single teachermulti-subjects
Reading specialist (responsible for morethan one class)
Team teachers
Students doing cross age teaching
Tutor-specialist
Tutor-aide
Other
14/ indication

6. Student Organization:

Individualized reading instruction
Small groups (5 or fewer students)
Large groups (6 or more students)
No indication

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

101

81

Mean Number of
Semestor Hours,
Reported per Class

Z.97

35

4

14

17.

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

30,

`Information on items four through tei was obtained by asking teachers to report-.on each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported:22
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7, Classroom Language (All Classes Combined):

Standard English
Non-Standard English
Spanish
French
American Indian
language or dialect
Japanese
No indication

Language of Instruction Native Language of Students
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking
Used) Language

100% 92%

8

8. Reading Approach:

Mean
Semester
Reported

Number of
Hours
per Class

111.MINMIII11W

24Meaning emphasis
Code emphasis 13

Linguistics
Modified alphabet

_10

Responsive environment 10

Programmed learning 22

Individualized reading 36

Language experience 11

Eclectic or teacher's own 12

Other 2

No indication
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Techniques Used for Reading Instruction;

Machine- based programmed
instruction
Other programmed instruction
Gaming/simulation
Instructional TV
Interactive media
Intensive involvement
Discussion groups
Demonstration-performance
Lecture
Contracts
Use of supplementary materials
Other
No indication
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Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

16

31

20

27

8

22



10. Classroom Evaluation Procedures:

Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or
all students to determine individual reading needs.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for each student.
The teacher has fdrmulated or selected
specific objectives for the entire class.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward
reading for the entire class.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for each individual.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for the entire class.
Visible records are kept of class performance.

Records of each student's performance are kept
with respect to each objective.
Students are kept informed of their progress.

Students are involved in self-evaluation.

Parents are informed of students' progress.

No indication

11. Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: $30,000
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Number of
Classrooms
in Which
Procedure
Used

20

19

14

14

14

17

10

13

21

18

21



3. MAJOR FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN
PRZnt SEt F.EVALUAttON

1. Fr9IssOltectiv....ancilAtilishment*

Project Objectives

STUDENT--........
X XStudent Attitude

Student Behavior
Student Reading Achievement X X ,

Readin. Related Skills
TEACHER

Teacher Com .etenc
Teacher Attitude
Teacher Behavior X

. .

PARENT/COMMUNITY

Parent/Community
Involvement
Parent Attitude .

PROGRAM .

Information Dissemination
Individualization of
Instruction
Innovations
Inservice Training
Additional Materials,
Services or Personnel

,:cSitee may have indicated program succeos under "Program Objectives
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under "Major Findings", The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.
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Major Area

STUDENT

Reading Achievement
Reading:Related Skills
Social Skills
Attitude

TEACHER
Competency
Attitude
Teacher-Student Relations
Teacher-Staff Relations

PARENT/COMMUNITY
Support
Involvement

PROGRAM

Success of Inservice Training
Program Flexibility
Helpfulness of Technical Assistance
Significant Changes in Reading
A oach
Individualization of Instruction X

Value of Assistance from
Aides Volunteers

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Major Findings" or
under "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment", The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the eelf-evaluation,
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3. Program Recommendations

Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports
were categorized into the areas listed below. An "X" indicates that
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area.

yom11110

100.11141.11ft

Oliwrol0

More emphasis on reading.-related skills

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude
More remedial help

Increased effort to involve parents/community

Increased school-parent communications

More staff training

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach

More emphasis on individualization of instruction

Expand program within school/school district

.010 More materials/equipment/personnel.

Increased, emphasis on improving teacher competency

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude

X Improved evaluation techniques

Re-definition of needs

111110

Improved communication with HEW

Continued funding

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS
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INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENTS

A major purpose of the 1972.73 evaluation of school-based Right
to Read sites was to provide a comprehensive description of the reading
program at each school. Volume III (Parts 1, 2, and 3) describes
reading program in terms of school, student, and teacher character-
istics. Additionally, all program variables that characterize each site
are reported here. Where appropriate, these variables are descr \bed in
terms of the extent to which each site included them and an assessment of
their contribution to the success of the program is indicated.

The Right to Read Office also required each school-based site par-
ticipating in CRT's assessment to conduct an evaluation of its own project.
In conjunction with the Right to Read Office,CRI developed an outline (in-
cluded in Appendix B) to guide each site in this self-evaluation and to
assure the assessment and reporting of critical program components that
would not otherwise be included in this Final Report due to lack of infor-
mation.

Data found in the self-evaluations are used extensively in Volume III.
Section J. reports information related to major outcomes identified in
the self-evaluations. These are Objectives and Degree of Fulfillment,
Major Findings, and Recommendations.

For reader ease and to include a maximum number of data as con-
cisely as possible, information in this volume is provided in outline form.
Program characteristics are accompanied by statistics that reflect total-
school information. A description of the Right to Read Program at each
school requires approximately twenty pages using this format. Colored
dividers, separating each school from the preceding one, contain the
code number of the school being described in the following pages, Al-
thoug% information is provided to indicate the general location of each
school, full identification of the schools in this sample is possible only
by means of the key CRI has provided the Right to Read Office.

x
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INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT

School: 3901
Grades: Pre-K.4

k, School. Characteristics

1. shut. rattp121021
A 13* C D E F

WIEN NM MN
*States in this region are: D.C., Delaware, Illinois, Indiana,Maryland, Michigan, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Virginia, West'Virginia

2. Urban-Rural Index

Urban Suburban

3. Student Population (Total School)

Total Reported Enrollment 424

Rural
X

Total Students in Each Grade Level

Grade No. of Students Grade No. of Students
K 61

1 85 8
2 65 9
3 87 10
4 83 11

5 12
6 Pre-K 43

Student Ethnicity (Total School)

American Indian
Asian
Black
Mexican American
Puerto Rican
White
Other
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Percent

0.5
6

0.5
93



B. Right t) Read Student Chaiacteristics

1. Amount of Time in Program; 1972 -73 School Year
2. Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level

and Ethnic Breakdown

Total
No. of American Mexican Asian Puerto

Grade Students Indian Black American American Rican

Percent

K 61 5

White Other

1 94:

93
1

2

3
87

85

65 9 90

5 95

4114.

4
83

5

94

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

Pre -K 43 11 89
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Reading Guinn for 1974..73 School Year*
(sc,se V, A for d(1111310(1 V0i)(11q)

O Grad() ),oval
(includes only lovolfi
stop which data were
reported)

1

2

3

4

6

6

Moo» Gain per Month St. Dev,

,11/111...........

OVOVall Mean Gain for School
(means adjusted for differing class sizes)'

o Name of Standardized MAT'rest(s) Used

C. Right to Road Teacher Characteristics

Total Number Reported

Age

No. Years Tcachi»g Experionco

o Sox

o Ethnicity
No,

Percent

Degree No.

No.
Percent

.

1.0

.1.010.1144111

11......wan...laimmos414641140.161

Mean Rango

Cr`" .1 =f 3r_
Maio Fe ale

Mexican Puerto No
Amr Ind Asian Black Amer Rican White Other Indication

r T .

BA or BS MA or MS PhD Other No Indication

Human- Fine No Inc.E
o Area of Ethic Soc Sci Wes Arts PhysSci Math Other cation

Degree

6 Job Title

o Residential
Index

No. Efr:1-1-17=.11--E=--=.
Reading Bilingual Multi No
Teacher ,Spec Subject Other Indication

Read
S )ec

No. r
Inner Cit Urban Suburban Rural No Indication

No.

10'Total number of classes for which achievement data were reported:
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o TWA Che Attitude 'J'c,warct night To Iett(1
(figures Indicate nttlihk.r of to;tchern r(*.t;).0114,1ilip,)

Parent involve.

Excellent Good

re,:cljvt;11(.:;s

AthIC111:110 Poor

Ment 5 2 5
0111 111111 ml

In..1)0i*On°
Trai»ing

4
.10111.11,14.

10 .
Reading 7 7
Specialist. .
L'Istructional
Materials 8 4 2

wow.% ..411y ow WI 041.,

hitilea.
M: Not.i1C)))

Very Poor in Prgro»)

Teacher Preference Regarding Cimiinuing so
Teach in Right To ]tend Program next year:

Yes
Yes, if changes are road°
Questicniuhlo
No

No Response
identlfzeation of. Project Director

Di strict Readi»g Reading ClaF;Broom
Supt., Principal SpeCialifii TCEtCl1CV TCaCliCr Oihov r ed

i
2

ift.,. n .I II . , .4 .. 4

No. of
Teachorfn

11

0. Val
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Effectiveness of Ri ht To Read Materials
Very

Program Planning Procedure Useful
(PPP)

Useful
Not No
Useful Indication

(A document with charts wilding the school in such areas as
parent involvement, identification and prioritizing of student
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches,
materials, and program organizations. Also supplied information
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program)

Ways in which PPP was used in program:

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No
and Planning Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities Eval, Indication

L X

Status and Reporting Center
(S and RC)

Very Not No
Useful Useful Useful Indication

JX

(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve-
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding
schools and Right to Reef', Washington, D. C.)

Ways in which S and RC was used:

Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference
Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source

X

Forecast Information No
Outcomes DiSsemrnation Indication
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F. Technical -Assistant Utilb:ttiti2n

6 Rating of Helpfulness: Vo wy Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

Technical Assistant Activities;

1. Program planning

2. Program implementation

3. Interpret Right to Read
planning materials

Work on the Unit Task Force

Develop Work Statement/
Proposal

6. Develop or identify
curriculum materials

7. Needs assessment

8. Diagnosis /prescription

9. Identify objectives

10. Staff development

J - hI

11. Identify alternate approaches

12. Develop team teaching

13. Observe classes

14. Advise on parental
involvement

15. Recommend consultants

16. Budget planning

17. Evaluation

18. Liaison with Right to Read,
Washington, D.C.

19. Plan for 1973-74 program

20. No indication of activity

606



O. Pareni fnvolvement

1 1%,>..teni of

Involvement

o Activities:

Hip,h Medium Low No Indicat 1 on

1.

2.

Unit Truk Force

Program planning

9.

10,

Ileac:lint; iv Fundamental

PTA, open housa, other
traditional meetings3. Program implementation .4*

11. Supplementary activitiesX4. Develop mate rit,le
12, Community relations

5. Purcha6eireptiAr nniterials
13. Information di s semi nation6, Aides, tutors, volunteers X
14. No indication7. Advisory council

8, Workshops, conferences
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H. Toucher hideu

Percentage of Teachers lion rl.ting Aides
berm 01. .

Worked in elasuroomu 86%
OW..

O Were paid 43%

Wore: Parent 79%

Student teacher 0

Community organization member 0

High school student 0

Other 29%

Average number of hours aides worked 88
per F; erne stor

1.1.6.11. *4

o Typos of is...etivitios Per.termed:
Tutoring students
Marking t:e
Distributing materials X

Working in 0)901 and lorge groups X

Preparing materials X

Liaison with parents and other outside personnel ...00 i
Bus monitoring
Supervising recreational activities in or outside
class ;

Classroom maintenance X
Supervising field trips
Other X..10111111 1111.1 0.11.111.0.41111.0111111.11

Teacher rating of aides' effectiveness (figured indicate number
of teachers reporting data)

Very Very
Effective Mfective Ineffective Ineffective
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1.

Program Characteristics

Inservice Training:

individuals responsible for training:

Consultants
Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members
Project director
Reading specialist
Classroom teacher
No indication

Individuals trained:

Reading specialist/teacher
Classroom teachers
Other staff
Paraprofessionals
Parents
No indication

Training areas.

Learning theory
Student background and self
concept
Language development
Motor and perceptual skills
Right to Read Program.
Diagnostic/ prescriptive
approach

Instructional approach
Instructional materials
Teaching techniques
Classroom organization and
management
Evaluation
No indication

X=1
X

X
4msoremi
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Training Methods:

Group or individual meetings, seminars, workshops,
conferences
School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom
observations
University courses
Video taping, audio-visuals, multi-media
No indication

2. Unit Task Force Activities

Phçs

Rating of helpfulness: V
eery

Not No
Hlpful Helpful Helpful Indication

e UTF Members:

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of meetirgs:
Very
Frequent Frequent Infrequent

610
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No
Indication
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Types of Activities:

Meet with TATs

Develop proposal or work
statement
Needs assessment
Develop diagnostic/prescriptive
approach
Identify objectives
Gather data
Complete PPP

Implementation Phase

O
O

Rating of Helpfulness:

UTF members:

Develop materials
Inservice training
Budget
Information dissemination
Develop tests
Evaluation
No indication

Very
Helpful Hel

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of Meetings:

Not No
ful Helpful Indication

Very No
Fre uent Fre uent Infre went Indicatio

X
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Types of Activities;

Meet with TATs/consultants
Develop criteria for student
selection or placement
Student diagnosis
Identify tutors
Inservice training
Develop community involvement
activities

X

Swang.01.1

Status and reporting activities
Record progress
Serve on special committees
Review program progress
Information dissemination
Evaluation
No indication

Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach;

Individualized prescription
Identification of student skill levels
Teacher observation
Contracts
Individuali.zed instruction
Progress checklists
Testing
Review case histories
Staff conferences
Student/teacher conferences

11.1.111

X

p
110.10.1

X

,IIII.

612

Supplementary materials
Games, manipillatives
Audio-Visual, Multimedia
Commercially made programs
Student grouping
Special classes
Skill sessions
Field trips
Reading/language center
Reading specialist, tutors
Language experience approach
Basal text instruction
No indication



4. Program Location:*

Reading is taught as a separate subject
Reading is taught indirectly
through, other subject matter

Special assistance is provided outside the
classroom for students in special need of
reading help
No indication

5. Student/Teacher Organization:

Mean Number of
Semeeter'Hours
Reported per Class

208

145

10

Mean
Semester
Reported

Number of
Hours
per Class

Single teacher -- multi - subjects 457

Reading specialist (responsible for more
than one class) 0

Team teachers
Students doing cross-age teaching 0
Tutor-specialist 0
Tutor-aide 45

Other 49

No indication

6. Student Organization: Mean
Semester

Number
Hours

of

Reported per Class
Individualized reading instruction 32

50Small groups (5 or fewer students)
Large groups (6 or more students) 122
No indication

*Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report
14on each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported:
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7. Classroom Language (All Classes Combined):

Language of Instruction Native Language of Students
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking
Used) Language

Standard English
NonStandard English
Spanish
French
American Indian
language or dialect
Japanese
No indication

8. Reading Approach:

100%

.1.

Meaning emphasis
Code emphasis
Linguistic s
Modified alphabet
Responsive environment
Programmed learning
Individualized reading
Language experience
Eclectic or teacher's own
Other
No indication
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I
0670

20111

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

134

38

0
3

34

11

211

29

5



Techniques Used for Reading Instruction:

Machine- based programmed
instruction
Other programmed instruction
Gaming /simulation
Instructional TV
Interactive media
Intensive involvement
Discussion groups
Demonstration- performance
Lecture
Contracts
Use of supplementary materials
Other
No indication

615

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

0

12

0

0

12
0

114

72

3

0

47

22



10. Classroom Evaluation Procedures:

Diagnostic reading testa are used with most or
all students to determine individual reading needs.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for each student.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for the entire class.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward
reading for the entire class.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for each individual.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for the entire class.
Visible records are kept of class performance.

Records of each student's performance are kept
with respect to each objective.
Students are kept informed of their progress.

Students are involved in self-evaluation.

Parents are informed of students' progress.

No indication

11. Total Funding for 197 2-7 3 school year $30, 000
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Number of
Class rooms
in Which
Procedure
Used

10

14

13

14

14

12

3

3

2

14

10

14



OR FINDINGS AN RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN

1. Project hm nt

Project Objectives

11111111
IIIIINIIIIIIIIIIIIIII
11111111111111111113

111=1111.

STUDENT.............
Student Attitude
Student Behavior
tudent Reading Achievement X

Readin Related Skills X

TEACHER
Teacher Cometenc
Teacher Attitude
Teacher Behavior

PARENT/COMMUNITY

X x
Parent/Community
Involvement
Parent Attitude

PROGRAM

Information Dissemination
Individualization of
instruction
Innovations III

IIIInservice Trainin:
Additional Materials,
Services or Personnel

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Program Objectives
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under "Major Findings". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.
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Major Findings

Major Area

STUDENT

X_WAN/ Achievement
Reading-Related Skills
Social Skills
Attitude''

TEACHER

xCompetency
Attitude
Teacher-Student Relations
Teacher-Staff Relations

PARENT /COMMUNITY
Support
Involvement

PROGRAM

Success of Inservice Trainin:
Pro:ram Flexibilit
Helpfulness of Technical Assistance
Significant Changes in Reading
A 'roach
Individualization of Instruction
Value of Assistance from
Aides/Volunteers

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Major Findings" or
under "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment", The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data iri the'eelf-evaluation.
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3. Program lmtnendations

Recommendations contained within tho self-evaluation reports
were categorized into the areas listed below, An "X" indicates that
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area.

01.00111

Osommo

.110=11.1

More emphasis on -coding-related skills

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude

More remedial help

Increased effort to involve parents/community

Increased school-parent communications

More staff training

111

mow

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach

More emphasis on individualization of instruction

Expand program within school/school district

More materials/equipment/personnel

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency

Increased erlphasis on improving teacher attitude

Improved evaluation techniques

Re-definition of needs

M11.1MIMII

Improved communication with HEW

Continued funding

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS X
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INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSEESMENT

School:

Oracles:

4101
K-3

A. School Characteristics

1. 2131grilphicaesics

11.
A*BCDEF

11131-111111111111111111111111111111

*States in this region are: Connecticut, Maine, Massachusetts
New Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, Puerto Rico, Rhode
Island, Vermont, Virgin Islands

2. Urban-Rural Index:

Urban Suburban

H-77 1
3. Student Population (Total School)

Rural

1

Total Reported Enrollment 263

Total Students in Each Grade Level

Grade No. of Students Grade No. of Students
K 49 7

1 24 8

2 48 9

3 46 10

4 48 11

5 48 12

6

Student Ethnicity (Total School)

American Indian
Asian
Black
Mexican American
Puerto Rican
White
Other

621

Percent

1

17

82



Rijht to Read Student Characteristics

1. Amount of Time in Program; 1972.73 School Year
Number of Right to Read Students in Each Orada Level
and Ethnic Breakdown

rade
K

1

2

PercentTotal
No. of American Mexican Asian Puerto

Students Indian Black American American Rican White Other

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

111.....m.111m.....10.,

13

15

15

6 92OP...01
87

79

85

. PM..

...1
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3. Reading Gains for 1972.73 School Year*
(see Vol. 111 V, A for detailed report)

Grade Level
(includes only levels
for which data were
reported)

1

2

3

4

5

6

Mean Gull2aLtIztth

1.1

1, 0

Overall Mean Gain for School

1.4

Oa

1.2
=111011

(means adjusted for differing class sizes)
Name of Standardized Stanford Readin AchievementTest(s) Used

St. Dm
0. 8

0, 7
0.9

111.100011.11111.1.1111.0....

0. 8

Right to Read Teacher Characteristics

o Total Number Reported

Age

No. Years Teaching Experience

Sex

Ethnicity
No.

Percent

Degree

No.
Percent

Mean
r 35

Male

Range
22 »42 1==-3

Female

Mexican Puerto No
Amr Ind Asian Black Amer Rican White Other Indication

BA or BS MA or MS PhD Other No Indication
No.

Area of
Degree No,

Job Title No.

Residential No,
Index

Educ
Human- Fine No Indi-

Soc Sci ities Aits Ph s Sci Math Other cation

Read. Reading Bilingual Multi No
S ec Teacher Spec Sub ect Other Indication

Inner Cit Urban Suburban Rural No Indication

Total number of classes for which achievement data were reported:
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Teacher Attitude Toward Right To Read Feature's
(figures indicate, number of teachers responding) No Indica-

tion or Not
Included

45c21121tC1ooclite Poor Very Poor in Program

.Parent Involve.
sent
In.ser vice
Training

Reading
Specialist

Instructional
Materials

Effectiveness

1

1

Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing to
Teach in Right To Read Program next year:

Yes
Yes, if changes are made
Questionable
No

No Response
D. Identification of Project Director

District Reading Reading Classroom No Title
Su t. Princi al S ecialist Teacher Teacher Other Indicated

No: of
Teachers:

X
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E. Effectiveness of Right To Read Materials
'Very Not No

Program Planning Procedure Useful Useful Useful Indication

r-1 r _

,(PPP)
X

(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as
parent involvement, identification and prioritizing of student
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches,
materials, and program organizations. Also supplied information
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program)

Ways in which PPP was used in program:

Structuring
and Plannin

x.

Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No
Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities Eva). Indication

Status and Reporting Center
(S and RC)

Very Not No
Useful Useful Useful Indication

X

(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve-
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D. C.)

Ways in which S and RC was used:

Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference
Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source

Forecast Information No
Outcomes DiSsemfnation Indication

X
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F. Technical Assistant Utilization

Rating of Helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

Technical Assistant Activities:

J. Program planning

2. Program implementation

3. Interpret Right to Read
planning materials

4, Work on the Unit Task Force

5. Develop Work Statement/
Propotal

6. Develop or identify
curriculum material.

7. Needs assessment

8. Diagnosis/prescription

9. Identify objectives

10. Staff development

11. Identify alternate approaches

12. Develop team teaching

13. Observe classes

14. Advise on parental
involvement

15. Recommend consultants

16. Budget planning

17. Evaluation

18. Liaison with Right to Read,
Washington, D. C.

19. Plan for 1973.74 program

20. No indication of activity
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G. Parent Involvement

Extent of
Involvement

Activities:

I. Unit Task Force X

2. Program planning

3. Program implementation

4. Develop materials

5. Purchase/repair materials
6. Aides, tutors, volunteers

11X

7. Advisory council

8. Workshops, conferences
Loommowil.

627

High Medium Low No Indication

9. Reading is Fundamental

10. PTA, open house, other
traditional meetings

11. Supplementary activities

12. Community relations

13. Information dissemination

14. No indication



H. Teacher Aides

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides
Worked in classrooms 80%

Were paid 80,S

Were Parent 20%
-"WStudent teacher o

Community organization member 20%
High school student 20%

Other _21%
Average number of hours aides worked
per semester
Types of Activities Performed;
Tutoring students X

Marking tests X

Distributing materials X

Working in small and large groups X

Preparing materials X

Liaison with parents and other outside personnel X

Bus monitoring
Supervising recreational activities in or outside
class

87

Classroom maintenance
Supervising field trips
Other

X

X

Teacher rating of aides' effectiveness (figures indicate number
of teachers reporting data)

Very Very
Effective _Effective Ineffective Ineffectiv=If I
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1. Program Characteristics

Inservice Training:

o Individuals responsible for training:

Consultants

Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members
Project director
Reading specialist
Classroom teacher
No indication

Individuals trained:

Rvading specialist/teacher
Classroom teachers
Other staff
Paraprofessionals
Parents
No indication

Training areas

Learning theory
Student background and self
concept
Language development
Motor and perceptual skills
Right to Read Program
Diagnostic/ prescriptive
approach

629

Instructional approach
Instructional materials
Teaching techniques
Classroom organization and
management
Evaluation
No indication

,
X

X



Training Methods:

Group or individual meetings, seminars, workshops,
conferences
School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom
observations
University courses
Video taping, audio-visuals, multi-media
No indication

2. Unit Task Force Activities

Planning Phase

Rating of helpfulness: Very
Hal ful Hel ful Hel ful Indication

UTF Members:

Frequency of meetings:

Not No

PI

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Very
Fre uent Fre uent Infra uent Indication

X
I INo
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Types of Activities:

Meet with TATa
Develop proposal or work
atatbment
Needs assessment
Develop diagneeticiprescriptive
approach

'Identify objectives
°tither data
Complete PPP

Impler Phase

Rating of Helpfulness:

UTF members:

Develop materials
Inge rvice training
Budget

Information dissemination
Develop tests

.tvaluation
No indication

Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

x

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of Meetings:
Very
Frequent Frequent

X

No
Infrequent Indication
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Types of Activities;

Meet with TATS /consultants
Develop criteria for student
selection or placement
Student diagnosis
Identify tutors
Inservico training
Develop community involvement
activities

Status and reporting activities
Record progress
Servo on special committees
Review program progress

.Information dissemination
Evaluation
No indication

3, Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach:

Individualized prescription
Identification of student skill levels
Teacher observation
Contracts
ludividualized instruction
Progress checklists
Testing
Review case histories
Staff conferences
Student/teacher.conferences

632

Supplementary materials
Ciames, manipulatives
Audio.Visua.1, Multimedia
Commercially made programs
Student grouping
Special classes
Skill sessions
Field trips
Reading/language center
Reading specialist, tutors
Language experience approach
Basal text instruction
No indication



4, Program Locationl*

Reading is taught as a separate subject
Reading is taught indirectly
through other subject matter

, Special assistance is provided outside the
classroom for students in special need of
reading help
No indication

5, Student/Teacher Organization:

Single teachermulti-subjects
Reading specialist (responsible for more
than one class)
Team teachers
Students doing cross-age teaching
Tutor-specialist
Tutor-aide
Other
No indication

6. Student Organization:

Individualized reading instruction
Small groups (5 or fewer students)
Large groups (6 or more students)
No indication

Mean Number of
Semester Hours.
Reported per Class

150

182

84

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

295

20

76

57
36

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

52
78

`Informationormation on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report
on each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported:
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7. Classroom Language (All Claseec' Combined):

Language of Instruction Native Language of Students
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking
Used) Language

Standard English
Non-Standard English
Spanish
French
American Indian
language or dialect
Japanese
No indication

8. Reading Approach:

Meaning emphas0;
Code emphasis
Linguistics
Modified alphabet
'Responsive environment
Programmed learning
Individualized reading
Language experience
Eclectic or teacher's own
Other
No indication
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Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

21

15

1

- 57

59

0



Techniques Used for Reading Instruction:

Machine- based programmed
instruction
Other programmed instruction
Gaming/simulation
Instructional TV
Interactive media
Intensive involvement
Discussion groups
Demonstration- performance
Lecture
Contracts
Use of supplementary materials
Other
No indication

635

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

41

6

2

52

23

4

44



10. Classroom Evaluation Procedures:

Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or
all students to determine individual reading needs.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for each student.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for the entire class.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward
reading for the entire class.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for each individual.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for the entire class.
Visible records are kept of class performance.

Records of each student's performance are kept
with respect to each objective.
Students are kept informed of their progress.

Students are involved in self-evaluation.

Parents are informed of students° progress.

No indication

11. Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: $30, 000
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Number of
Class rooms
in Which
Procedure
Used

5

4

3

4

3

4

3



MAJOR FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN15175ILV=
Project Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment

Project Objectives

STUDENT

Student Attitude
Student Behavior w X _

XStudent ReadinkAchievement
Reading-Related Skills

TEACHER

XTeacher Competency
Teacher Attitude
Teacher Behavior

.

PARENT/COMMUNITY
Parent/Community
Involvement
Parent Attitude

PROGRAM.....-
Information Dissemination
Individualization of
Instruction
Innovations
Inservice Training
Additional Materials,
Services or Personnel

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Program Objectives
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under "Major Findings". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding c,f

how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.
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2. Major FIndin 8*

Major Area

T DENT.
Rstdinti Ac4ievemertt

eiidipp'Related Skills
Oct 1 Skills

%v4*

itude
'OVER

o tenc
-At itiide

Teachey-Student Relations
Teacher-S aft Relations

PARENTICOMMUNITY
ort

Involvement

PRoomm
Succe = a of inservice Trainin
Pro ram Flexibilit
Rol fulne = a of Technical Assistance
Significant Changes in Reading
Approach
individ alization of Instruction
Value of Assistance from
Aides Volunteers

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Major Findings" orunder "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment". Thereader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding ofhow successful the program was according to data hi the'ielf-evaluation.
638



3. PrograM RecomMendations,

Recomrnettdations contained within the selfuevaluation reports
were categorized into the areas listed below. An "X" indicates that
the site made a recommendation with regard to, that purticular area.

More emphasis on reading related skills

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement

.,1,011. Increased eMphasis on improving student attitude
0

More remedial help

Increased effort to involve parents/community~WOW

Increased school-parent communications

X More staff training

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach

More v,.rnphasis on individualization of instruction

Expand program within school/school district

More materials/equipment/personnel

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude

Improved evaluation techniques

Re-definition of needs

Improved communication with HEW

Continued funding
wamls.01111

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS
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INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT

School: 4201

grades: 1-4

A. School Charactoriatics

1. geographic Region.
A It E F

11111111111111111111111111111111111

*States in this region are Alabama, Florida, Georgia,
Kentucky, Louisiana, Mississippi, North Carolina, South
Carolina, Tennessee

2. Urban-Rural Index

Urban Suburban Rural

3. Student Population (Total School)

Total Reported Enrollment 605

Total Students in Each Grade Level

Grade No. of Students Grade No. of Students
K §0 7.

1 129 8
2 143 9

3 133 10
4 140 11

5 12
6

Student Ethnicity (Total School)

American Indian
Asian
Black
Mexican American
Puerto Rican
White
Other

641

1116

Percent

2

98



B. Right to Read Student Characteristics

I. Amount of Time in Program 1972-73 School Year
2. Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level

and Ethnic Breakdown

Total
No, of American

[Grade Students Indian

1 129

2 143

3 133

4 140

5

Black

6

7

8

9

10

2

11

12

Percent
Mexican Asian Puerto

American American Rican White Other
torrioPirmawarell

20

98

98
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3, Reading Gains for 1972.73 Sell 01 Year*
(ace Vol. . III V, A for &tailed report)

e Grade Level
(includes only levels
for which data were
reported) .......... M Gain per Month St. Dev,

.Aka.1 1.1
2 1.0 0.?

0....M.1.11,4 410.10P..M...111.K.011.0.0

3 1.4 0.9
4

5

6

11.1..,

010............
Overall Mean Gain for School
(means adjuRted for differing class sizes)
Name of Standardized
Test(s) Used

C. Right to Read Teacher Characteristics

Total Number Reported

Age

No, Years Teaching Experience

Sex

Ethnicity
No.

Percent

Degree

Area of
Degree

No.
Percent

CAT-Reading4 a.-
4111,0111 *.001.41.1.11* 111.10.1.

iMoan

Male

5

Ran e

Female

0.8

Mexican Puerto No
Amr Ind Asian Black Amer Rican White Other Indication

11111111 . 1111111111111111

MUM OM
BA or BS MA or MS PhD Other No Indication

No.

Human. Fine No Indi.
Educ Sec Sci ities Aits Ph s Sci Math Other cation

No.

Job Title No.

Residential No,
Index

11111111111111111111 NUM 11111111111111111

Read Reading Bilingual Multi No
S ec Teacher S ec Sub ect Other Indication

Inner Cit Urban Suburban Rural No Indication
1 20

; 15number of classes for which achievement data were reported:
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Teacher Attitude '.,ward Right To Read Feature's
(figures indicate number of teachers responding)

Effectiveness
Excellent Good 222L2231?oor00000.....0.4."

Parent Involve-
ment

In- service
Training

Reading
Specialist

Instructional
Materials

15 6 I

14

13

l2
1

No Indica-
tion or Not
'Included
in Program

Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing to
Teach in Right To Read Program next year:

Identification Project

No: of
Teachers:

Yes
Yes, If changes are made
Questionable
No

No Response

District Reading Reading' Classroom No Title
Su t Princi al S ecialist Teacher Teacher Other Indicated

644
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Effectiveness To Readteta.2...Mata
Very

Program Planning Procedure Useful
(PPP)

Useful
Not No
Useful Indication

X

(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as
parent involvement, identification and prioritising of student
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches,
materials,and program organizations. Also supplied information
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program)

Ways in which PPP was used in program:

Structuring
and Plannin

Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No
Student/Teacher Needs of Ob actives Priorities Eva', Indication

X

Very Not No
Status and Reporting Center Useful Useful Useful Indication
(S and RC)

X

(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve-
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D. C.)

Ways in which S and RC was used:

Program Student/Teacher Tisk Display Reference
Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source

L
Forecast Information No
Outcomes Dfssemfnation Indication

645



F. Technical Assistant Utilization

Rating of Helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

Technical Assistant Activities:

1. Program planning

2, Program implementation

Interpret Right to Read
planning materials

Work on the Unit Task Force

5. Develop Work Statement/
Proposal

Develop or identify
curriculum materials

7. Needs assessment

S. Diagnosis /prescription

9. Iclovtify objectives

10. Staff development

11. Identify alternate approaches

12. Develop team teaching

13. Observe classes

14. Advise on parental
involvement

15. Recommend consultants

16. Budget planning

17. Evaluation

18. Liaison with Right to. Read,
Washington, D. C.

19. Plan for 1973.74 program

20. No indication of activity
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G. Parent Involvement

Extent of
Involvement

Activities:

11

High Medium Low No Indication

1. Unit Task Force 9. Readinkis Fundamental
2. Program planning 10. PTA, open house, other

traditional meetings
3. Program implementation

11, Supplementary activities
4. Develop materials

12, Community relations
5. Purchase/repair materials

13. Information dissemination
6. Aides, tutors, volunteers

14. No indication
7. Advisory council

8. Workshops, conferences

647



H. 'Teacher Aides

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides
Worked in classrooms
Were paid
Were: Parent

Student teacher
Community organization member
High school student
Other

Average number of hours aides worked
per semester
Types of Activities Performed:
Tutoring students
Marking tests
Distributing materials
Working in small and large groups
Preparing materials
Liaison with parents and other outside personnel
Bus monitoring
Supervising recreational activities in or outside
class
Classroom maintenance
Supervising field trips
Other

Teacher rating of aides' effectiveness (figurei indicate number
of teachers reporting data)

Very Very
Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective

115 I
7
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I. Program Characteristics

1. Inge rvice Training:

Individuals responsible for training:

Consultants
Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members
Project director
Reading specialist
Classroom teacher
No indication

Individuals trained:

Reading specialist/teacher
Classroom teachers
Other staff
Paraprofe ssionals
Parents
No indication

Training areas.

Learning theory
Student background and self
concept
Language development
Motor and perceptual skills
Right to Read Program
Diagnostic/ prescriptive
approach

X

X

X

649

Instructional approach
Instructional materials
Teaching techniques
Classroom organization and
management
Evaluation
No indication

fl
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Training Methods:

Group or individual meetings, seminars, workshops,
conferences .

School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom
observations
University courses
Video taping, audio-visuals, multi-media
No indication

2. Unit Task Force Activities

Planning Phase

Rating of helpfulness:

UTF Members:

Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

IX

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of meetings:

Very
Fre uent Fre u n Infrequent
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Types of Activities:

Meet with TATS
Develop proposal or work
statement
Needs assessment
Develop diagnostic/prescriptive
approach
Identify objectives
Gather data
Complete PPP

Implementation Phase

Rating of Helpfulness:

UTF members:

Develop materials
Inservice training
Budget
Information dissemination
Develop tests
Evaluation
No indication

U
U
U
U
U
U

Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

X

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of Meetings:
Very No
Fre uent Fre uent Infrequent Indication
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Types of Activities:

Meet with TATS /consultants
Develop criteria for student
selection or placement
Student diagnosis
Identify tutors
Inservice training
Develop community involvement
activities

Status and reporting activities
Record progress
Serve on special committees
Review program progress
Information dissemination
Evaluation
No indication

3, Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach:

Individualized prescription
Identification of student skill levels
Teacher observation
Contracts
Individualized instruction
Progress checklists
Testing
Review case histories
Staff conferences
Student/teacher conferences

N
N
N
El

NN

652

Supplementary materials
Games, manipulatives
Audio-Visual, Multimedia
Commercially made programs
Student grouping
Special classes
Skill sessions
Field trips
Reading/language center
Reading specialist, tutors
Language experience approach
Basal text instruction
No indication



4, Program Location:*

Reading is taught as a separate subject
Reading is taught indirectly
through other subject matter

Special assistance is provided outside the
classroom for students in special need of
reading help
No indication

5. Student/Teacher Organization:

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reputed per Class

Mean
Semester
Reported

Number

per

of
Hours

Class

Single teachermulti-subjects 342'

Reading specialist (responsible for more
than one class)

0

Team teachers 20

Students doing cross-age teaching 0

Tutor-specialist 10

Tutor -aide 339

Other 5law1
No indication

6. Student Organization: Mean
Semester

Number
Hours

of

Reported per Class

Individualized reading instruction
Small groups (5 or fewer students)
Large groups (6 or more students)
No indication

18

22
116

'information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report
on each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported: 22
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7. Classroom Language (All Classes Combined):

Language of Instruction Native Language of Students
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking
Used) Language

Standard English
Non-Standard English
Spanish
French
American Indian
language or dialect
Japanese
No indication

8. Reading Approach:

400%

Meaning emphasis
Code emphasis
Linguistics
Modified alphabet
Responsive environment
Programmed learning
Individualized reading
Language experience
Eclectic or teacher's own
Other
No indication

654

95%

4

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

12t
40
44

18
It

l6
1a



9. Techniques Used for Reading Instruction;

Machine- based programmed
instruction
Other programmed instruction
Gaming/simulation
Instructional TV
Interactive media
Intensive involvement
Discussion groups
Demonstration- performance
Lecture
Contracts
Use of supplementary materials
Other
No indication

655

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

13

0

40
0

36

88
10

16



10. Classroom Evaluation Procedures;

Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or
all students to determine individual reading needs.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for each student.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for the entire class.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward
reading for the entire class.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for each individual.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for the entire class.
Visible records are kept of class performance.

Records of 'each student's performance are kept
with respect to each objective.
Students are kept informed of their progress.

Students are involved in self-evaluation.

Parents are informed of students' progress.

No indication

11. Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: $40,000

656

Number of
Class rooms
in Which
Procedure
Used

21

20

20

18

16

21

8

16

19

22

21

22



Mj2DMAL......ZartiDATIONS REPORTED IN

1. actect Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment*

Project Objectives

STUDENT

Student Attitude
Student Behavior
Student Reading Achievement X

Reading-Related Skills X X
TEACHER

4

Teacher Competency
Teacher Attitude ,
Teacher Behavior

PARENT/COMMUNITY
Parent/Community
Involvement
Parent Attitude

PROGRAM

Information Dissemination
Individualization of
Instruction ,

Innovations
,

Ineervice Training
Additional Materials,
Services or Personnel

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Program Objectives
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under "Major Findings". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.



Z. Major Findise

Major Area

STUDENT

Readin: Achievement
Reading-Related Skills
Social Skills
Attitude

....
TEACHER

XCompetency
Attitude
Teacher-Student Relations
Teacher-Staff Relations

PARENT/COMMUNITY
Support
Involvement X

PROGRAM

Success of Inservice Trainin
i: )roju_.arnElexn2nily________________,______
Hel fulness of Technical Assistance
Significant Changes in Reading

Approach
Individualization of Instruction
Value of Assistance from
Aides/Volunteers

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE: FINDINGS

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Major Findings" or
under "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment", The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.
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3. Prog_rarnRecommendations

Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports
were categorized into the areas listed below. An "X" indicates that
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area.

WM/m..0M

Ilm.

X Expand program within school/school district

More materials/equipment/personnel

More emphasis on reading-related skills

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude

More remedial help

Increased effort to involve parents/community

Increased school-parent communications

More staff training

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach

More emphasis on individualization of instruction

1
Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude

Improved evaluation techniques

Re-definition of needs

Inwroved communication with HEW

X Continued funding

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS
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.INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT

School: 4301

Grades: 7-9
MINANIMI1110011=.0.11/

A. School Characteristics

1. Geographic Region
ABCDE*F

11111111111121

*States in this region are; Colorado, Kansas, Iowa, Missouri,
Minnesota, Montana, Nebraska, North Dakota, South Dakota,
Utah, Wisconsin, Wyoming

2. Urban-Rural Index

Urban Suburban

E
Rural

X

3. Student Population (Total School)

Total Reported Enrollment 554
Total Students in Each Grade Level

Grade No. of Students Grade
K 7

1 8

2 9

3 10

4 11

5 12

6

Student Ethnicit (Total School

No. of Students

173

125

Percent
American Indian
Asian
Black
Mexican American
Puerto Rican
White 98

Other .
661



B. Right to Read Student Characteristics

1. Amount of Time in Program; 1972-73 School Year
2. Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level

and Ethnic Breakdown

Grade

Total Percent
No. of

Students
American

Indian Black
Mexican

American

.
Asian

American
Puerto
Rican White Other

lt

1...
2

3

4
.

5

6

7
90 98

8
86 1 l 98

9 24 1 0.5 0.5 98
10

11

12
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3. Reading Gains is r )97Z-13 behool 'Year*
(see Vol. II, V. A for detailed report)

o Grade Level
(includes only levels
for which data were
retorted)

7

8

9

Mean Gain per Month St. liev.

0.9
0..9

o Overall Mean Gain for School 0. 9
(means adjusted for differing class sizes)

e Name of Standardized
Test(s) Used

C. Right to Read Teacher Characteristics

N. MI

0-9
0.9

1.2

Gates MacGinitie, ITBS
I 1 r IN al por mr

o Total Number Reported 'a=
Mean Rage

o Age ETD C..u,55±..__J
o No. Years Teaching Experience =.11

Male
e Sex No.

Percent

Female

Mexican Puerto No
o Ethnicity Amr Ind Asian Black Amer Rican White Other lndicz.viicn

No. I I
Percent L.._ 100

1

Degree

Area of
Degree

BA or 13S MA or MS
No. F-6

PhD Other No Indication

Human- Fine No Indi
Educ Soc Sci ities Arts Ph sSci Math Other ca.:ion

1-No. 1, 4 1 1 I 2 r
'Job Read Reading Bilingual Multi No
Title S cc Teacher Spec Subject Other Indication

No. 1 7
O Residential

Index

1 6

Inner Cit Urban Suburban Rural No Indication
N°.

12:`Total number of classes for which achievement data were reported:
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Teacher Attitude Toward Right To Read Feature's
(figures indicate number of teachers responding)

Effectiveness
Excellent Good Adequate Poor Very Poor

Parent Involve-
ment

In-service
Training

Reading
Specialist

Instructional
Materials

No Indica-
tion or Not
'Included
in Program

7
,

4 .3

3 3 1
,

.

2 2 2 I

e Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing to
Teach in Right To Read Program next year:

Yes
Yes, if changes are made
Questionable
No

No Response
D. Identification of Project Director

District
Supt.

Reading Reading Classroom
Principal Specialist Teacher Teacher

f

664

Other

No of
Teachers:

6

X

Asst.

No Title
Indicated

Principal



E. Effectiveness of Right To Read Materials
Very Not

Program elanning Procedure Useful Useful Useful
(PPP)

X

(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as
parent involvement, identification and prioritizing of student
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches,
materials,and program organizations. Also supplied information
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program)

No
Indication

Ways in which PPP was used in program:

Structuring Identification of
and Planning Student/Teacher Needs

Identification Listing Ongoing No
Priorities Eval. Indicationof Objectives

Status and Reporting Center
(S awl RC)

Very Not No
Useful Useful Useful Indication

(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve-
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D. C.)

Ways in which S and RC was used:

Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference
Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source

Forecast Information No
Outcomes Di'ssemi'nation Indication
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F. Technical Assistant Utilization

Rating of Helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

Technical Assistant Activities:

1. Program planning 11. Identify alternate approaches

2. Program implementation 12. Develop team teaching

3. Interpret Right to Read 13. Observe classes
planning materials

14. Advise on parental
4. Work on che Unit Task Force X involvement

5. Develop Work Statement/ 15. Recommend consultants
Proposal

16. Budget planning
6. Develop or identify

curriculum materials 17. Evaluation

7. Needs assessment 18. Liaison with Right to Read,
Washington, D. C.

8. Diagnosis /prescription
19. Plan for 1973-74 program

9. Identify objectives
20. No indication of activity

10. Staff development

666



G. Parent Involvement

Extent of High Medium Low No IndicationInvolvement
Xl

Activities: ir
1. 'Unit Task Force X 9. Reading is Fundamental11
2. Program planning 10. PTA, open house, other

traditional meetings
I

3. Program implementation
11. Supplementary activities4. Develop materials.

IIMMINNOM.

12. Community relations5. Purchase /repair materials
13. Information dissemination6. Aides, tutors, volunteers
14. No indication7. Advisory council

8. Workshops, conferences X
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H. Teacher Aides

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides
Worked in classrooms
Were paid
Were: Parent

Student teacher
Community organization member
High school student
Other

Average number of hours aidt.:, worked
per semester
Types of Activities Performed:
Tutoring students
Marking tests
Distributing materials
Working in small and large groups
Preparing materials
Liaison with parents and other outside personnel
Bus monitoring
Supervising recreational activities in or outside
class
Classroom maintenance
Supervising field trips
Other

100

52

MOI1111410.11u.

_Loa.

540

X

X

Teacher rating of aides' effectiveness (figures indicate number
of teachers reporting data)

Very Very
Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective

668



I. Program Characteristics

1. Inservice Training:

Individuals responsible for training:

Consultants
Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members
Project director
Reading specialist
Classroom teacher
No indication

Individuals trained:

Reading specialist/teachey
Classroom teachers
Other staff
Paraprofessionals
Parents
No indication

Training areas

Learning theory
Student background and self
concept
Language development
Motor and perceptual skills
Right to Read Program
Diagnostic/ prescriptive
approach

111111,

Instructional approach
Instructional materials
Teaching techniques
Classroom organization and
management
Evaluation
No indication

669

,11.,

X

X

X



Training Methods:

Group or individual meetings, seminars, workshops,
conferendes
School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom
observations
University courses
Video taping, audio-visuals, multi-media
No indication

2. Unit Task Force Activities

Planning Phase

Rating of helpfulness: Very Not No
Hel ful Hel ful Hel ful Indication

X

UTF Members:

Frequency of meetings:

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Very
Fre uent Frequent Infre uent Indication

=21

X

No
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Types of Activities:

eat with, TATS
t< -proposal or work

statement
-Needa asaesement
beVelop diagnostic /prescriptive
approach
i_dentify objectives
datliSt-Clata
Complete PPP

Implementation Phase

X Develop materials

X Inservice training
Budget

Information dissemination
Developteots
Evaluation
No indication

e Rating of Helpfulness:

UTF members:

Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

X

Consultants
-Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parerlts
Others
No indication

Frequency of Meetings:
Very
Frequent

671

Frequent
X

.

No
Infrequent Indication



Types of Activities;

Meet with TATS /consultants
Develop criteria for student
selection or placement
Student diagnosis
Ider tify tutors
Inset vice training
Develop community involvement
activities

Status and reporting activities
Record progress
Serve on special committees
Review program progress
Information dissemination
Evaluation
No indication

3. Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach;

Individualized prescription
Identification of student skill levels
Teacher observation
Contracts
Individualized instruction
Progress chAcklists
Testing
Review case histories
Staff conferences
Student/teacher conferences

aa
a

Supplementary materials
Games, manipulatives
Audio- Visual, Multimedia
Commercially made programs
Student grouping
Special classes
Skill sessions
Field trips
Reading/language center
Reading specialist, tutors
Language experience approach
Basal text instruction
No indication

672
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4. Program Location:*

Reading is taught as a separate subject
Reading is taught indirectly
through other subject matter

Special assistance is provided outside the
classroom for students in special need of
reading help
No indication

5, Student/Teacher Organization:

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

70

12

Single teacher -- multi- subjects
Reading specialist (responsible for more
than one class)

Mean
Semester
Reported

Number of
Hours
per Class

20

Team teachers
ttudents doing cross-age teaching

70

Tutor-specialist 70
Tutor-aide 27
Other
No indication

6. Student Organization: Mean
Semester

Number
Hours

of

Reported per Class
Individualized reading instruction
Small groups (5 or fewer students)
Large groups (6 or more students)
No indication X

*Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to reporton each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported: 23
...11=110.8
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7. Classroora Language (All Classes Combined):

Language of Instruction Native Language of Students
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking
Used) Language

Standard English
Non-Standard English
Spanish
French
American Indian
language or dialect
Japanese
No indication

8. Reading Approach:

1. 150Oer

Meaning emphasis
Code emphasis
Linguistics
Modified alphabet
Responsive environment
Programmed learning
Individualized reading
Lan5uage experience
Eclectic or teacher's own
Other
No indication

674

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class
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Techniques Used for Reading Instruction:

Machine- based programmed
instruction
Othor programmed instruction
Gaming /simulation
Instructional TV
Interactive media
Intensive involvement
Discussion groups
Demonstration,- performance
Lecture
Contracts
Use of supplementary materials
Other
No indication

675

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class



10. Classroom Evaluation Procedures:

Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or
all students to determine individual reading needs.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for each student.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for the entire class.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward
reading for the entire class.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for each individual.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for the entire class.
Visible records are kept of class performance.

Records of each student's performance are kept
with respect to each objective.
Students are kept informed of their progress.

Students are involved in self-evaluation.

Parents are informed of students' progress.

No indication

11. Total Funding for 1972 -73 school year: $1{1, 000
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Number of
Classrooms
in Which
Procedure
Used

23

17

18

17

17

17

15

23

20

23

20

23
Awl



J. MAJOR FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED INS L -E
Project Objectives and Deg_re(911tccoi

Project Objectives

STUDENT

Student Attitude
Student Behavior
Student Reading Achievement

Slcg91EL___
TEACHER

Teacher Cometenc
Teacher Attitude
Teacher Behavior

PARENT/COMMUNITY
Parent /Community
Involvement
Parent Attitude

PROGRAM

Information Dis = emination
Individualization of
Instruction
Innovations 1

Inservice Training
Additional Materials,
Services or Personnel -

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Program Objectives
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under "Major Findings". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.
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STUDENT

Reading Achievement
Reading-Related Skills

_Social Skills

TEACHER
Competency
Attitude

Teacher-Student Relations
Teacher-Staff Relations

PARENT/COMMUNITY
Support
Involvement

PROGRAM
Success of Inservice TraininL
Pro ram Flexibilit
Helpfulness of Technical Assistance
Significant Changes in Reading
Approach
Individualization of Instruction
Value of Assistance from
Aides/Volunteers

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Major Findings" orunder "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment". Thereader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding ofhow successful the program was according to data lri the`ielf-evaluation.
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3. Pros ram Recommendations

Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports
were categorized into the areas listed below. An "X" indicates that
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area.

em..1.00

More emphasis on reading-related skills

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude

More remedial help

Increased effort to involve parents/community

Increased school-parent communications

X More staff training

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach

More emphasis on individualization of instruction

X Expand program within school/ school district

More materials/equipment/personnelrori.

X Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude

Improved evaluation techniquesir.

Continued funding

Re-definition of needs

Improved communication with HEW

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS
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INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT

School: 4506

Grades: K-3

A. School Characteristics

1. Geographic Region

*States in this region are:
New Mexico, Oklahoma,

2. Urban-Rural Index

Urban

A B C D* E F
111111111111111111111111111111111111

Arizona, Arkansas, California,
Texas

Suburban

3. Student Population (Total School)

Total Reported Enrollment 733

Rural

Total Students in Each Grade Level

Grade No. of Students Grade
161 7

1 168 8

2 180 9

206 10

11

12

3

4

5

6

No. of Students

Spec Ed
Student Ethnicity (Total School)

American Indian
Asian
Black
Mexican American
Puerto Rican
White
Other

681

18

Percent

2

36

61



B. Right to head Student Characteristics
1. Amount of Time in Programs 1972-73 School Year
2. Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Leveland Ethnic Breakdown

Grade

3

Total
No of

Students

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

Percent
American Mexican Asian PuertoIndian Black American American Rican

168 1

Whits Other

41

206 41

682



3. Reading Gains for 1912-73 School Year*
(see Vol. II, V, A for &tailed report)

o Grade Level,
(includes only levels
for which data were
reported) Mean Gain per Month

1

2

3

4

5

6

Overall Mean Gain for School 1.6
(means adjusted for differing class sizes)
Name of Standardized CTBSTest(s) Used

C. Right ht to Road Tezi3s29Lrsbaractisths

Total Number Reported

o Age

o No. Years Teaching Experience

e Sex

Ethnicity
No.

Percent

o Degree

Area of
Degree

Job Title No.

Residential No.
Index

No,
Percent

St.#

zz

Mean
DT-1
ETT

Male

Range

EaFernate

Mexican Puerto No
Amr Ind Asian Black .Amer Rican White Other Indication

lo .45 45
BA or BS MA or MS PhD Other No Indication

Human- Fine
Soc Scx ities Arts Ph s Sci Math

No
Other cation

18 1 11111111111111111111111111111111111111=11111

Reading Bilingual Multi
Teacher S cc Sub ect Other

Inner City

No
Indication

Urban Suburban Rural No Indication

Total number of classes for which achievement data were reported:.

683
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Teacher Attitude Toward Right To Read Featuies
(figures indicate number of teachers responding) No Indica-

Effectiveness tion or Not
Included

Excellent Good Adequate Poor Very Pnoorr in Program,

Parent Involve-
ment

In-service
Training

Reading
Specialist

Instructional
Materials

3 LO

9 "4

.. 3

16

3 5

Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing to
Teach in Right To Read Program next year:

No; of
Teachers:

Yes
Yes, if changes are made
Questionable
No

No Response
D. Identification of Project Director

District Reading Reading Classroom No Title
Supt., Principal Specialist Teacher
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E. Effectiveness of Right To Read Materials
Very

Program Planning Procedure Useful(PPP)
Ix

Useful
Not No
Useful Indication

(A document with charts-guiding the school in such areas aiparent involvement, identification and prioritizing of studentneeds and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches,materials,and program organizations. Also supplied informationon redirtion of existing resources to support the new program)

Ways in which PPP was used in program:

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing Noand Planning Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities Eva'. Indication

X
I I 1

Very Not. NoStatits and Reporting Center Useful oteful Useful Indication
(S and RC)

(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve-ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surroundingschools and Right to Read, Washington, D. C.)
Ways in which S and RC was used:

Program Student/Teacher Task Display ReferencePlanning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source

Forecast Information No
Outcomes DiSseranation Indication

X
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Technical Assistant Utilization

Rating of Helpfulness: 'Very
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

Not No

Technical Assistant Activities:

Program planning

2. Program implementation

3. Interpret Right to Read
planning materials

Work on the Unit Task Force

Develop Work Statement/
Proposal

. Develop or identify
curriculum materials

7.. Needs assessment

8. Diagnosis /prescription

9 Identify objectives

10. Staff development

11. Identify alternate approaches

12. Develop team teaching

13. Observe classes

14. Advise on parental
involvement

15. Recommend consultants

16. Budget pletnning

17. Evaluation

18. Liaison with Right to Read,
Washington, D. C.

19. Plan for 1973-74 program

20. No indication of activity.
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G. Parent Involvement

High1,Medium Low No IndicatExtent of
Involvement

Activities:

1, Unit Task Force X 9. Reading is Fundamental

2, Program planning 10. PTA, open house, other
traditional meetings

i. Program implementation
11. Supplementary activities

4. Develop materials
12. Community relations

.1
5. Purchase/repair materials

13. Information dissemination
6. Aides, tutors, volunteers X

14. No indication
7. Advisory council 111,

8. Workshops, conferences 111,
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H. Teacher Aides

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides
Worked in classrooms
Were paid
Were: Parent

Student teacher
Community organization member
High school student
Other

Average number of hours aides worked
per semester
Types of Activities Performed:
Tutoring students
Marking tests
Distributing materials'
Working in small and large groups
Preparing materials
Liaison with parents and other outside personnel
Bus monitoring
Supervising recreational activities in or outside
class
Classroom maintenance
Supervising field trips
Other

140
14%

14%

165

X

Teacher rating of aides' effectiveness (figurei indicate number
of teachers reporting data)

Very Very
Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective
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I. Program Characteristics

1. Inservice Training:

Individuals responsible for training:

Consultants
Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members
Project director
Reading specialist
Classroom teacher
No indication

Individuals trained:

Reading specialist/teacher
Classroom teachers
Other staff
Paraprofe ssionals
Parents
No indication

Training areas

Learning theory
Student background and self
concept
Language development
Motor and perceptual skills
Right to Read Program
Diagnostic/ prescriptive
approach

689

Instructional approach
Instruct onal materials
Teaching techniques
Classroom organization and
management
Evaluation
No indication

X

X_

X



Tre.ining Methods:

Group or individual Meetings, seminars, workshops,
conferences
Schdol visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom
observations'
University courses
Video taping, audio-visuals, multi-media
No indication

2, Unit Task Force Activities

Planning Phase

Rating of helpfulness:

UTF Members:

Very
Hal ful Helpful Helpful Indication

Not No

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of meetings:
Very
Frequent Frequent Infrequent Indication

No
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Types of Activities:

Meet with TATs
Develop proposal or work
statement
Needs assessment
Develop diagnostic/prescriptive
approach
Identify objectives
Gather data
Complete PPP

Implement 4tion Phase

Rating of Helpfulness:

UTF members:

Develop materials
Inservice training
Budget

Information dissemination
Develop tests
Evaluation
No indication

Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Hel ful Indication

1 X
1

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of Meetings:

Very
Frequent Frequent

691

Infrequent
No
Indication



Types of Activities:

Meet with TATs/consultants
Develop criteria for student
selection or placement
Student diagnosis
Identify tutors
Inservice training
Develop community involvement
activities

Status and reporting activities
Record progress
Serve on special committees
Review program progress
Information dissemination
Evaluation
No indication

3. Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach:

Individualized prescription
Identification of student skill levels
Teacher observation
Contracts
Individualized instruction
Progress checklists
Testing
Review case histories
Staff conferences
Student/teacher conferences

692

Supplementary materials
Games, manipulatives
Audio- Visual, Multimedia
Commercially made programs
Student grouping
Special classes
Skill sessions
Field trips
Reading/language center
Reading specialist, tutors
Language experience approach
Basal text instruction
No indication



4. Program Location;*

Reading is taught as a separate subject
Reading is taught indirectly
through other subject matter

Special assistance is provided outside the
classroom for students in special need of
reading help
No indication

5, Student/Teacher Organization:

Single teacher multi-subjects
Reading specialist (responsible for more
than one class)
Team teaehers
Students doing cross-age teaching
Tutor-specialist
Tutor-aide
Other
No indication

6. Student Organization:

Individualized reading instruction
Small groups (5 or fewer students)
Large groups (6 or more students)
No indication

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

102

157

106

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

Mean Number of
S'emester Hours
Reported per Class

55

63

108

*Information on items four through tea was obtained by asking teachers to reporton each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported;_ 22
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7. Classroom Language (All Classes Combined)t

Language of Instruction Native Language of Students
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking
Used) Language

Standard English
Non-Standard English
Spanish
French
American Indian
language or dialect
Japanese
No indication

8. Reading Approach:

95

5

Meaning emphasis
Code emphasis
Linguistics
Modified alphabet
Responsive environmept
Programmed learning
Individualized reading
Language experience
Eclectic or teacher's own
Other
No indication

694

50
2

23

23

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

42

49

16

0

13

12

48
22

29

10



Techniques Used for Reading Instruction:

Machine - based programmed
instruction
Other programmed instruction
Gaming/ simulation
Instructional TV
Interactive media
Intensive involvement
Discussion groups
Demonstration- performance
Lecture
Contracts
Use of supplementary materials
Other
No indication

695

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class



10, Classroom Evaluation Procedures:

Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or
all students to determine individual reading needs.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for each student.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for the entire class.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward
reading for the entire class.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for each individual.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for the entire class.
Visible records are kept of class performance.

Records of each student's performance are kept
with respect to each objective.
Students are kept informed of their progress.

Students are involved in self-evaluation.

Parents are informed of students' progress.

No indication

Number of
Classrooms
in Which
Procedure
Used

22

22

ZQ

t

16

22

14

22

21

22

13

22

11. Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: No clear indication
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J. MAJOR FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED INrAZVErrgra -7EVECUXIMN

1. Project Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment's

Project Objectives

Degree of
Accomplisl2ment

STUDENT

X X .
Student Attitude
Student Behavior
Student Readin Achievement .
Reading-Related Skills 12L=1,...P./,...PrX6

TEACHER

Teacher Competency
Teacher Attitude .

Teacher Behavior
PARENT/COMMUNITY

Parent/Community
Involvement
Parent Attitude

PROGRAM

Ynformation Dissemination
Individualization of
Instruction
Innovations
Inservice Training
Additional Materials,
Services or Personnel

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Program Objectives
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under "Major Findings". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.
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2, Major Findings*

Major Area

STUDENT
T

Readin: Achievement
Readin: -Related Skills ...

Social Skills X

Attitude X

TEACHER
XCompetency i

Attitude
Teacher-Student Relations X

Teacher-Staff Relations X

PARENT/COMMUNITY

_ILI

X
Support
Involvement

PROGRAM
XSuccess of Inservice Training

Program Flexibility X

Helpfulness of Technical Assistance X

Significaut Changes in Reading
Approach x
Individualization of Instruction X

Value of Assistance from
Aides Volunteers

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Major Findings" or
under "Program Objectives and Degree of AccoMplishment". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of .

how successful the program was according to data n The lielf-E4Valuation.
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3. Program Recommendations

Recommendations contained within the self-ovaluation reports
were categorized into the areas listed below. An "X" indicates that
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area.

More emphasis on reading related skills

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude

More remedial help

Increased effort to involve parents/community

Increased school-parent communications

X More staff training

. X More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach

X More emphasis on individualization of instruction

X Expand program within school/school district

More materials/equipment/personnel

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency
...1.01111O1.1

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude

Improved evaluation techniques

Re-definition of needs

Improved communication with HEW

Continued funding

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS
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INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT

School; 4510

Grades; PreK-6

A. School Characteristics
A B C D* E F

1. Geographic Region ETMTMT-1(
*States in this region are: Arizona, Arkansas, California,
New Mexico, Oklahoma, Texas

2. Urban-Rural Index

Urban Suburban
X-1

3. Student Population (Total School)

Total Reported Enrollment 1076
Total Students in Each Grade Level

Rural

Grade No. of Students Grade No. of Students
PreK- K 107 7

1 140 8
2 145 9
3 185 10
4 182 11

5 136 12

6 181

Student Ethnicity (Total School

American Indian
Asian
Black
Mexican American
Puerto Rican
White
Other

701

Percent

8

88

4



. Right to Read Student Characteristics

I. Amount of Time in Program: 1972-73 School Year
2. Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level

and Ethnic Breakdown

Grade

Total
No of

Students

Percent
American

Indian Black
Mexican

American
Asian

American
Puerto
Rican White Other

K

1
...................._.

. 140 7 88
2 145 12 83

185 8 88 4

4 182 7 91

5 136 7 88 5

6 181 9 86 - 5

7

8

9

10

11

12
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Reading G.Lin for 1972.73 School Year*
(see Vol, II, V, i for detailed repovt)
o Grade Level

(includes only levels
for which data were
reported)

1

2

3

4

5

6

Moan Gain per Month

0, 7

0. 7

0.8
1.c
1.4

Overall Mean Gain for School 1.
(means adjusted for differing class sizes)

o Name of Standardized
Test(s) Used

C. Right to Read Teacher Characteristics

o Total Number Reported

Age
o No. Years Teaching Experience

o Sex

Ethnicity
No.

Percent

Degree

Area of
Degree

Job Title

Residential No. 4 10 1 5 L

No.

No.
Percent

St. Dcv,

0, 5

1.3

et Diagnostic

Mean

Male

Ran o

Fe2-nal

1Q0

Mexican Puerto No
AnerInd Asian Black Amer Rican White Other Indication

7
8 36 36

BA or BS MA or MS1===PhDm0lier No Indication
I.

Human.. Fine
Educ Soc Sci ities Arts

No.

No.

Read Reading Bilingual
S cc Teacher S cc

No Ind',
PhysSci Math Other cation

I

Multi No
Subject Other Indication

Inner City Urban Suburban Rural No Indication
Index

*Total number of classes for which achievement data were reported:

703
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n Teacher Attitude Toward Right To Read Featur.e.s
(figures-indicate number of teachers responding)

Effectiveness

Parent Involve-
ment

In-service
Training

Reading
Specialist

Instructional
Materials

Excellent Good Adequate Poor Very Poor

No Indica-
tion or Not
'Included
in Pro ram----- -,

1 2 3 13

1 6 .1 3 3 5

3 5 4 2 5

3 1 3

o Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing to
Teach in Right To Read Program next year:

Yes
Yes, if changes are made
Questionable
No

No Response
D. Identification of Project Director

District Reading Reading Classroom
Supt. Principal Specialist Teacher Teacher Other

No: of
Teachers:

11

3

2

1

2

No Title
Indicated

704
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E. Effectiveness of Right To Read Materials
Very Not No

Program Planning Procedure Useful Useful Useful Indication
(PPP)

(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as
parent involvement, identification and prioritizing of student
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches,
materials,and program organizations. Also supplied information
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program)

Ways in which PPP was used in program:

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No
and Plannin Student/Teacher Needs of Ob'ectives Priorities Eval. Indication

X

Very Not No
Status and Reporting Center Useful Useful Useful Indication

X

(S and RC) 11
(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve-
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D. C.)

Ways in which S and RC was used:

Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference
Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source

X

Forecast Information No
Outcomes OiSsemfnation Indication

X
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Technical Assistant Utilization

Rating of Helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

Technical Assistant Activities:

1. Program planning

2. Program implementation

3. Interpret Right to Read
planning materials

4. Work on the Unit Task Force

5. Develop Work Statement/
Proposal

6. Develop or identify
curriculum materials

7. Needs assessment

8. Diagnosis/prescription

9. Identify objectives

10. Staff development

11. Identify alternate approaches

12. Develop team teaching

13. Observe classes

14. Advise on parental
involvement

15. Recommend consultants

16. Budget planning

17. Evaluation

18. Liaison with Right to Read,
Washington, D. C.

19. Plan for 1973-74 program

20. No indication of activity
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Parent involvement

Ex-tent of
Involvemont

Activities:

I. Unit Task Force

2. Program. planning

3. Program implementation

4. Develop materials

5. Purchase/repair materials

6. Aides tutors volunteers

7. Advisory council

3. Woikihops, conferences

High Medium Low No Indication

. Reading is Fundamental

10. PTA, open house, other
traditional meetings

11. Supplementary

12.
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H. Teacher Aides

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides
Worked in classrooms 84/
Were paid 37 cr

Were: Parent
Student teacher 5%

Community organization member
High school student
Other 747

Average number of hours aides worked 347per semester
Types of Activities Performed: X
Tutoring students
Marking tests X

Distributing materials X

Working in small and large groups X

Preparing materials X

Liaison with parents and other outside personnel X

Bus monitoring
Supervising recreational activities in or outside I Xclass

X

Classroom maintenance X

Supervising field trips ):
Other

Teacher rating of aides' effectiveness (figurei indicate number
of teachers reporting data)

Very Very
Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective

10 I 6 1
1
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I. Program Characteristics

1. Inservice Training:

Individuals responsible for training:

Consultants
Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members
Project director
Reading specialist
Classroom teacher
No indication

Individuals trained:

Reading specialist/teacher
Classroom teachers
Other staff
Paraprofessionals
Parents
No indication

Training areas.

Learning theory
Student background and self
concept
Language development
Motor and perceptual skills
Right to Read Program
Diagnostic/ prescriptive
approach

Instructional approach
Instructtonal materials
Teaching techniques
Classroom organization and
management
Evaluation
No indication
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Training Methods:

Group or individual meetings, seminars, workshops,
conferences
School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom
observations
University courses
Video taping, audio - visuals, multi-media
No indication

Unit Task Force Activities

Planning Phase

Rating of helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

I I Ix

X

UTF Members:

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of meetings:

OMONM1.1

Very No
Fre uent Fre uent Infra uent Indication

X
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Types of Activities:

Meet with TATs
Develop proposal or work
statement
Needs assessment
Develop diagnostic/prescriptive
approach
Identify objectives
Gather data
Complete PPP

Implementation Phase

.11111,

X

Rating of Helpfulness:

UTF members:

Develop materials
Inservice training
Budget

Information disserriination
Develop tests
Evaluation
No indication

Very
Helpful Hel

Not No
ful Helpful Indication

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of Meetings:
Very
Frequent Frequent

No
Infrequent Indication

X
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Types of Activities:

Meet with TATS /consultants
Develop criteria for student
aelection or placement
Student diagnosis
Identify tutors
Inservice training
Develop community involvement
activities

Status and reporting activities
Record progress
Serve on special committees
Review program progress
Information dissemination
Evaluation
No indication

3. Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach:

Individualized prescription
identification of student skill levels

Supplementary materials
Games, manipulatives

Teacher observation Audio-Visual, Multimedia
Contracts Commercially made programs
Individualized instruction Student grouping
Progress checklists Special classes
Testing X Skill sessions
Review case histories Field trips
Staff conferences Reading/language center X

Student/teacher conferences Reading specialist, tutors
Language experience approach
Basal text instruction
No indication
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-

7. Classroom Language (All Classes Combined)

Language of Instruction Native Langua
(% of Time Language (% of Students
Used) Language

Standard English
Non.,Standard English
Spanish
French
American Indian
language or dialect
Japanese
No ilhlication

a. Reading Approach:

Meaning emphasis
Code emphasis
Linguistics
Modified alphabet
Responsive environment
Programmed learning
Individualized reading
I. anguage experience
Eclectic or teacher's own
Other it

No indication

713

e of Students
peaking

tkaan Number. of
Semester liours
Reported per Class

12

14

11

16

42
63



4, Program Location:*

Reading is taught as a separate subject
Reading is taught indirectly
through other subject matter

Special assistance is provided outside the
classroom for students in special need of
reading help
No indi.cation

5. Student/Teacher Organization:

Single teacher --multi-subjects
Reading specialist (responsible for more
than one class)
Team teachers
Students doing cross-age teaching
Tutor-specialist
Tutor-aide
Other
No indication

6. Student Organization:

Individualized reading instruction
Small groups (5 or fewer students)
Large groups (6 or more students)
No indication

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

90

172

28

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

383

28'.1
7

14

52

59

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

64

56
50

'Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to reporton each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported: 19
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9. Techniques Used for Reading Instruction:

Machine - based programmed
instruction
Other programmed instruction
Gaming/simulation
Instructional TV
Interactive media
Intensive involvement
Discussion groups
Demonstration- performance
Lecture
Contracts
Use of supplementary materials
Other
No indication

715

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

6

3

25

4

11

8

38

IMO

36

18

9

33



10, Classroom Evaluation Procedures:

Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or
all students to determine individual reading needs.

taacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for each Student.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for the entire class.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward
reading for the entire class.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for each individual.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for the entire class,
Visible records are kept of class performance.

Records of each student's performance are kept
with respect to each objoctive.
Students are kept informed of their progress.

Students are involved in self-evaluation.

Parents are informed of students' progress.

No indication

Number of
Classrooms
in Which
PrOcedure
Used

**-116

14

12

12

12

8

11

13

16
100.11,1011.0...

15

17

11. Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: Not clearly indicated
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3. MAJOR FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN
rizonturgrtr.g VALUATION

1. project Objectivesctive, sand Degre9 of Accomplishment

Project Objectives

Degree of
Accomplishment

.a A,.41,v
.......

STUDENT........
Student Attitude
Student Behavior.
Student Readin Achievementti.... X X
Reading..Reated Skills X X

X

TEACHER

XTeacher Competency
Teacher Attitude
Teacher Behavior

PARENT/COMMUNITY
Parent/Community
Involvement
Parent Attitude

PROGRAM .

Information Dissemination
Indivl.dualization of
Instruction
Innovations
Inservice Training
Additional Materials,
Services or Personnel

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Program Objectives
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under "Major Findings". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.
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2. Major Finditlgs*

Major Area

.
4;4\

os *i7 ti

ty
we

etc;
1? 4:7 . oli, ...ye,. . 40g, . 4 v.. , ,4 0 lbor? ,0 I> g

eff t-.., ic 4 4,4' o 4t#4 . 4 4e 4,
ti R e7

(-'

STUDENT

XReading Achievement
Reading-Related Skills
Social Skills
Attitude X

TEACHER
Competenc
Attitude
Teacher-Student Relations X

Teacher-Staff Relations X

PARENT/COMMUNITY
Support
Involvement

PROGRAM

Success of Inservice Training
Program Flexibility
Helfulness of Technical Assistance
Significant Changes in Reading
Approach
Individualization of Instruction
Value of Assistance from
Aides/Volunteers X

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Major Findings" or
under "Prograrn Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data iri the'ifelf=evaluation.
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3. Program Recommendations

Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports
were categorized into the areas listed below. An "X" indicates that
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area.

Increased school-parent communications

X More staff training

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach

More emphasis on individualization of instruction

Expand program within school/school district

More materials /equipment /personnel

X Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude

Improved evaluation tw-hniques

Re-definition of needs

Improved communication with HEW

More emphasis on reading related skills

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude

More remedial help

Increased effort to involve parents /community

Continued funding
X More technical assistance

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS
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School: 4511



INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT

School: 4511
Grades: K-6

A, School Characteristics

1. Geojraphic Region
A B C D* E F

11111111111111 MUNI
*Stattss in this region are: Arizona, Arkansas, California,
New Mexico, Oklahoma, Texas

2. Urban-Rural Index

Urban Suburban Rural

3. Student Population (Total School)

Total Reported Enrollment
Total Students in Each Grade Level

Grade No. of Students Grade N 1). of Students
K
1

2

3

4

5

6

99

116 8

115 9

106 10

102 11

104 12

80 Spec Ed 27

Student Ethnicity (Total School)
Percent

American Indian
Asian

tab

Black 14

Mexican American
Puerto Rican
White
Other 14
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Right to Read Student. Characteristics

1. Amount of Time in Programs 1972.73 School Year
2. Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level

and Ethnic Breakdown

Grade

Total
No of

Students

99

116

115

106

Percent
1American Mexican Asian Puerto

Ineian Black American American Rican White Other
31 68 1

3

4

8

3

28 70

24 71

18 75

23 75

21 73

16 76

6

8

0.11/.0.0

85

1. IN WI M=M III .
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3. Readint; daiith for 197?.73 Scho-o/ 'Year*
(see Vol. p, V. A for &tailed ropot)

o Grade Level
(includes only levels
for whic.lt data were
re ported) Mean Cain per Month

1

2 0.6
3 0.'5

4 0.5
5 0.9
6 1.5

0.8o Overall Mean Gain for School
(means adjusted for differing class suer)

o Name of Standardized
Test(s) Used

St. My,

MAT, Stanford Diagnostic.
C. Right to Read Teacher Characteristics

o Total Number Reported Ern
Mean Range

o Age a.D
No. Years Teaching Experience 14 j

Male
o Sex

Ethnicity
No.

Percent

Degree

No.
Percent

Female

Mexican Puerto No.
Amr Ird Asian Black Amer Rican White Other Indication

BA or BS MA or MS PhD Other No indication
No.

Human- Fine No Indi.
o Area of Educ Soc Sci ities Arts Ph sSei Math Other cation

Degree No. 21 IMAM 1 1111.111111111111111111

Read Reading Bilingual Multi No
S ec Teacher S cc Sub ect Other Indication

Job Title No.

Inner Cit Urban Suburban Rural No Indication
o Residential No.

Index

''`Total number of classes for which achievement data were reported: 15
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Teacher
(figures

Parent Involve-
ment

In-service
Training

Reading
Specialist

Instructional
Materials

Attitude Toward
inclicato number

Excellent Good

Right To Read FeaturVs
of teachers responding)
EffectiVe11088

No Indica-
tiun or Not
Inchided
in Program

7

Adequateyairs*,......,...........-^....Poor Very Poor

13

awegoare

11

12 3

0 Teacher Pre ft33'0»CO Regarding Cbntinuing to
Teach in Right To Read Program next year:

Yes

Yes, if changes are made
Questioliable
No

No Response
Identification of Proiect Director

Distric' Reading Reading Classroom
Su t Principal S)eeialist Teacher Teacher

No of
Teachers:

No Title
Other Inflicated
X .1 1



E. Effectiveness of Right To Read Materials
'Very- Not No

Program Planning Procedure Useful Useful Useful Indication
(PPP) r _.

X

(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as
parent involvement, identification and prioritizing of student
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches,
materials,and program organizations. Also supplied information
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program)

Ways in which PPP was used in program:

Structuring Identification of Identification
and Planning Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives

[ X

Status and Reporting Center
(S and RC)

Listing Ongoing No
Priorities Eval, Indication

Very Not No
Useful Useful Useful Indication

(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve-
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D. C.)

Ways in which S and RC was used:

Program Student /Teacher Task Display ReferencePlanning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source

X

Forecast Information No
Outcomes biesemination Indication
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F. Technical Assistant Utilization,

Rating of Helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

Technical Assistant Activities:

X

1, Program planning 11. Identify alternate approaches

2. Program implementation

A.,1

12. Develop team teaching

3. Interpret Right to Read 13. Observe classes
planning materials

14, Advise on parental
4. Work on the Unit Task Force involvement

5. Develop Work Statement/ 15. Recommend consultants
Proposal

16. Budget planning
6. Develop or identify

curriculum materials 17. Evaluation

7. Needs assessment 18. Liaison with Right to Read,
Washington, D.C.

8. Diagnosis /prescription
19. Plan for 1973-74 program

9. Identify objectives
20, No indication of activity0.1.

10. Staff development
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G. Parent Involvement

Extent of
Involvement

Activities:

1, Unit Task Force

2. Program planning

3. Program implementation

4. Develop materials

5. Purchase/repair materials

6, Aides, tutors, vole steers

7. Advisorycouncil

8, Workshops, conferences

727

High Medium Low No Indicati,t

9, Reading is Fundamental

10. PTA, open house, other
traditional meetings

11. Supplementary activities

12. Community relations

13, Information dissemination

14. No indication



Teacher Aides

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides
Worked in classrooms
Were paid
Were: Parent

Student teacher
Community organization member
High school student
Other

Average number of hours aides worked
per semester
Types of Activities Performed;
Tutoring students
Marking tests
Distributing materials
Working in small and large groups
Preparing materials
Liaison with parents and other outside personnel
Bus monitoring
Supervising recreational activities in or outside
class
Classroom maintenance
Supervising field trips
Other

88

42

21

4

54

106

x
X.

Teacher rating of aidest effectiveness (figure' indicate number
of teachers reporting data)

Very Very
Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective

5
1 16 1
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I. Program Characteristics

1. Inservice Training:

Individuals responsible for training:

Consultants
Technical Assistant Team (TAT) meMbers
Project director
Reading specialist
Classroom teacher
No indication

Individuals trained:

Reading specialist /teacher
Classroom teachers
Other staff
Paraprofessionals
Parents
No indication

Training areas.

Learning theory
Student background and self
concept
Language development
Motor and perceptual skills
Right to Read Program
Diagnostic/ prescriptive
approach

729

Instructional approach
Instructional materials
Teaching techniques
Classroom organization and
management
Evaluation
No indication



Training Methods:

Group or individual meetings seminars, workshops,
conferences
School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom
observations
University courses
Video taping, audio-visuals, multi-media
No indication

2, Unit Task Force Activities

Planning Phase

X

Rating of helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

1

UTF Members:

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of meetings:

X

Very No
Fre uent Fre uent _Infrequent Indication
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Types of Activities:

Meet with TAT s

Develop proposal or work
statement
Needs assessment
Develop diagnostic /prescriptive
approach
Identify objectives
Gather data
Complete PPP

Develop materials
Inservice training
Budget
Information dissemination
Develop tests
Evaluation
No indication

X
'it/WOW/M.

X

LOWNOWNIJ

Implementation Phase

Rating of Helpfuluess:

UTF members:

Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

L' I x

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of Meetings:
Very
Fre uent Fre

.110

73 I

No
uent Infre uent Indication

X



Types of Activities;

Meet with TATs/consultants
Develop criteria for student
selection or placement
Student diagnosis
identify tutors
Inservice training
Develop community involvement
activities

1
Status and repotting activities
Record progress
Serve on special committees
Review program progress
Information dissemination
Evaluation
No indication

3. Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach:

Individualized prescription
Identification of student skill levels
Teacher 'observation
Contracts
Individualized instruction
Progress checklists
Testing
Review case histories
Staff conferences
Student/teacher conferences

Supplementary materials
(lames, manipulative 8
Audio-Visual, Multimedia
Commercially made programs
Student grouping
Special classes
Skill sessions
Field trips
Reading/language center
Reading specialist, tutors
Language experience approach
Basal text instruction
No indication
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1.

4. Program Location :''

Reading is taught as a separate subject
Reading is taught indirectly
through other subject matter

Special assistance is provided outside the
classroom for students in special need of
reading help
No indication

5. Student/Teacher Organization:

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

120

160

125

Mean
Semester
Reported

Number of
Hours
per Class

Single teachermulti-subjects 297
Reading specialist (responsible for more
than one class) ;73
Team teachers
Students doing cross-age teaching
Tutor-specialist 74
Tutor-aide
Other

59 ,
No indication

6. - Student Organization: Mean
Semester

Number
Hours

of

Reported per Class
Individualized reading instruction
Small groups (5 or fewer students)
Large groups (6 or more students)
No indication

48

94

135

*Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to reporton each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported: 24
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7. Classroom Language SAll Classes CombinedY

Language of Instruction Native Language of Students
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking
Used) Language

Standard English
NonfAandard English
Spanish
trench
American Indian
language or dialect
Japanese
No indication

8, Reading Approach:

95% 3 0 %

26.

41

Meaning emphasis
Code emphasis
Linguistics
Modified alphabet
Responsive environment
Programmed learning
Individualized reading
Language experience
Eclectic or teacher's own
Other
No indict:ion

734

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

37

35

32

28
48

41



Techniques Used for Reading Inatruction:

Machine- based programmed
instruction
Other programmed instruction
Gamingisimulation
Instructional TV.
Interactive media
Intensive involvement
Discussion groups
Demonstration- performance
Lecture
Contracts
Use of supplementary materials
Other
No indication

735

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class
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10, Classroom Evaluation Procedurest

Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or
all students to determine individual reading needs.
The teacher has formulated or, selected
specific objectives for each student.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for the entire class.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument fc..r measuring attitudes toward
reading for the entire class.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for each individual.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for the entire class.
Visible records are kept of class performance.

Records of each student's performance are kept
with respect to each objective.
Students are kept informed of their progress.

Students are involved in self-evaluation.

Parents are informed of students' progress.

No indication

Number of
Classrooms
in Which
P rocedure
Used

17
,mw.....11111=111M111110

Al

15

17

15

11

19

16

18

11. Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: Not Clearly Indicated
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J. MA OR FIN ENOS AND RA ECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN

. ploject Ob and D4g of Accomplishment *

Project Objectives

STUDENT

X XStudent Attitude
Student Behavior

X X
Student-Reading Achievement
Reading-Related Skills

TEACHER
Teacher Competency
Teacher Attitude
T acher Behavior

P ENT/COMMUNITY

X X

Parent/Community
Involvement
Parent Attitude

PROGRAM
,

Information Dissemination
Individualization of
instruction
Innovations
Inservice Training
Additional Materials,
Services or Personnel

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Program Objectives
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under "Major Findings". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was :according to data in the self-evaluation.
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a r dings*

Major Area

4 :0,
p

STUDENT
Reading Achievement
Reading-4elate4 Skills
Social Skills
Attitude

TEACHER
Competency
Attitude

Teacher-Student Relations
XTeacher-Staff Relations

PARENT/COMMUNITY
Support
Inv olvement

PROGRAM

Success of Inservice Training
Program Flexibility
Het ulness of Technical Assistance
Significant Changes in ReadingApproach

Individualization of Instruction
Value of Assistance from
Aides/Volunteers

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Major Findings" orunder "Program Objectives and Degree of.Accomplishment", Thereader should refer to both secl.ions for a complete understanding of
how eucceisful the program was according to data in the self-eyaluation.738



3. Program Recommendations

Recommendations contained withta the self-evaluation reports
were categorized into the areas listed below. An "X" indicates that
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area,

More emphasis on reading-related skills

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude

More remedial help

X Increased effort to involve parents/community

X Increased school-parent communications

X More staff training

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach

More emphasis on individualization of instruction
Expand program within school/school district

More materials/equipment/personnel

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude

Improved evaluation techniques

Re-definition of needs

Improved communication with HEW

Continued funding

11
0.0111111.

.11110

OMPRONIII.

.01110111.

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS
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1

INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT

School: 4512
Grades: K-5

A. School :characteristics

1. r.>togra.phic Region
A 13 C D

111111111111111111111

F

*States in this region are: Arizona, Arkansas, California,
New Mexico, Oklahoma, Texas

2. Urban-Rural Index

Urban
X

Suburban Rural

3. Student Population (Total School)

Total Reported Enrollment 666
Total Students in Each Grade Level

Grade No of Students Grade No. of Students
K 97 7

1 116 8

2 108 9

3 117 10

4 100 11

5 108 12

6 Spec. Ed. 20

Student Ethnicity (Total School).
Percent

American Indian
Asian
Black
Mexican Americ:tn
Puerto Rican
White

Other

741

14

71

14



B. Ri &ht to Read Student Characteristics

I. Amount of Time in Program: 1972-73 School Year
Z. Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level

and Ethnic Breakdown

Grade

Total
No. of

Students

Percent
American

Indian Black

-'
Mexican

American
Asian

American
Puerto
Rican White Other

K 97 34 57 9

I 116 30 62 8

2 108 45 45 9

i
i

117 33 56

...---.
11

4 100 35 48 17

108 35 51 1 13

6

7 i

8

10

11

12

ed_, 10 35 c)5 10,:spec
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3. Reading Gala for 197Z-73 School Year*
(see Vol, n, V, A for tailed report)

o Grade Level
(includes only levels
for which data were
re Mean Gainycr Month St, Dev,.

1

2 0.7 0.6
3 1,0 1,2
4 0.1 0.9
5 1.8 1.6
6

Overall Mean Gain for School l- 1,2
(means adjusted for differing class sizes)

to Name of Standardized
Test(s) Used

C. Right to Read Teacher Characteristics

Total Number Reported

o Age

No. Years Teaching Experience

o Sex

Ethnicity
No.

Percent

o Degree

No.
Percent

MAT, -Stanford-Diagnostic

114 1

Mean
[ 37,
FT-1

Male

Rana.?

Female

FL4100

Mexican Puerto No
Rican White Other Indication

1

Amr Ind Asian Black Amer

BA or 13S MA or MS PhD Othe No IndicationNo. r"TiTij
Area of
Degree No.

Job Title No.

o Residential No.
Index

i 'lit 1 c1,11. 1' jILU
Educ Soc Sci ities Arts Ph s Seirii1

Read Reading Bilingual Multi

No India.
Ma h Other cation

S )ec Teacher S ec Sub ect Other
No

Indication

Inner Cit Urban Suburban Rural No Indication
3

A'Total number of classes for which achievement data were reported: 15
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Teacher Attitude Toward Right To Read Feattir'es
(figures indicate number of leathers responding)

Effectiveneris

Parent Involve-
rrl e nt

In- service
Training

Reading
Speciali St

Instructional
Materials

Excellent Good Adequate Poor Very Poor

5

6.r..-11.-

111111
4 11111

2

=1./.

No Indica-
tion or Not
'Included
in Progr

12

o Teacher Preference Regarding CO»tinuing to
Teach in Right To Read Program next year;

Yes
Yes, if changes are made
Questionable
No

No Response
D. Identification of Project Director

District Reading Reading Classroom
Slt ti Principal Specialist Teacher Teacher

744

No; of
Teachers:

Other
No Title
Indicated



Effectiveness of Right To Read Materials
Very Not No

Program Planning Procedure Useful Useful Useful Indication
(PPP)

(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as
parent involvement, identification and prioritizing of student
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches,
materials,and program organizations. Also supplied inforMation
on redirection of existing resources 'co support the new program4

Ways in which PPP was used in program:

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No
and Planning Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities Eva', Indication

X

Very Not No
Status and Reporting Center Useful Useful Useful Indication
(S and RC)

X

(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve-
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D. C.)

Ways in which S and RC was used

Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference
Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source

r X X

Forecast Information No
Outcomes Dissemination Indication
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F. Technical Assistant Utilization

Rating of Helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication.

1

Technical Assistant Activities:

IIIMII011111

1. Program planning X 11. Identify alternate approaches..../
2. Program implementation 12. Develop team teaching

3. Interpret Right to Read
planning materials

13. Observe classes

14, Advise on parental
4. Work on the Unit Task Force involvement

5. DevOop Work Statement/ 15. Recommend consultants
1.110111

Proposal
16. Budget planning.

6. Develop or identify
curriculum materials 17. Evaluation

7. Needs assessment 18. Liaison with Right to Read,
Washington, D. C.

8. Diagnosis /prescription
19. Plan for 1973-74 program

9. Identify objectives
20. No indication of activity

10. Staff development
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G. Parent Involvement

1.

2.

Extent of
involvement

Activities:

Unit Task Force

Program planning

High Medium Low No Indication
.-

X

1-.- *

9.

10..

Iltadia is Fundamental

PTA,
traditional

open house, other
meetings

3. Program implementation
11. Supplementary activities4. Develop materials X
12. Community relations5. Purchase/repair materials
13. Information dissemination6. Aides, tutors, volunteers
14. No indication7. Advisory council

8. Workshops, conferences
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H. Teacher Aides

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides
Worked in claseroomu
Were paid
Were; Parent

Student teacher
Community organization member
High school student
Other

Average number of hours aides worked
per semester
Types of Activities Performed;
Tutoring students
Marking tests
Distributing materials
Working in small and large groups
Preparing materials
Liaison with parents and other outside personnel
Bus monitoring
Supervising recreational activities in or outside
class
Classroom maintenance
Supervising field trips
Other

Teacher rating of aides. effectiveness (figure* indicate number
of teachers reporting data)

Very Very
Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective

5 a
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I. protramcharacteristic s

1, Inservice Training:

Individuals responsible for training:

Consultants
Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members
Project director
Reading specialist
Classroom teacher
No indication

Individuals trained:

Reading specialist/teacher
Classroom teachers
Other staff
Varaprofe ssionals
Parents
No indication

r. Training areas.

Learning theory
Student background and self
concept
Language development
Motor and perceptual skills
Right to Read Program
Diagnostic / prescriptive
approach

749

Instructional approach
Instructional materials
Teaching techniques
Classroom organization and
management
Evaluation
No indication
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Training Methods:

Group or individual meetings, seminars, workshops,
conferences
School visit Lions, demonstration teaching, classroom
observatiohil
University courses
Video taping, audio- visuals, multi-media
No indication

2. Unit Task Force Activities

Planning Phase

Rating of helpfulness: Very
Helpful

UTF Members:

Frequency of meetings:

Not No
Helpful Helpful Indication

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Very

U
U
U
U

No
Fre uent Fre uent Infra uent Indication
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Types of Activities:

Meet with TATs
Develop proposal or work
statement
Needs assessment
Develop diagnostic/prescriptive
approach
Identify objectives
Gather data
Complete PPP

Implementation Phase

Rating of Helpfulness:

UTF members:

Develop materials
Inservice training
Budget
Information dissemination
Develop tests
Evaluation
No indication

Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

X

Consultants
Admiriistrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of Meetings:
Very
Frequent Frequent Infrequent

X
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Types of Activities:

Meet with TATs /consultants
Develop criteria for student
selection or placement
Student diagnosis
Identify tutors
Inservice training
Develop community involvement
activities

1111

Status and reporting activities
Record progress
Serve on special committees
Review program progress
Information dissemination
Evaluation
No indication

3. Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach:

Individualized prescription
Identification of student skill levels
Teacher observation
Contracts
Individualized instruction
Progress checklists
Testing
Review case histories
Staff conferences
Student/teacher conferences

Supplementary materials
Games, manipulatives
Audio-Visual, Multimedia
Commercially made programs
Student grouping
Special classes
Skill sessions
Field trips
Reading/language center
Reading specialist, tutors
Language experience approach
Basal text instruction
No indication
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4. Program Location:*

Reading is taught as a separate subject
Reading is taught indirectly
through oth..r subject matter

Special assistance is provided outside the
classroom for students in special need of
reading help
No indication

5. Student/Teacher Organization:

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

149

126

74

Mean
Semester
Reported

Number of
Hours
per Class

Single teachermulti-subjects 192

Reading specialist (responsible for more
than one class), 93

Team teachers
Students doilig cross-age teaching
Tutor-specialist 38

Tutor -aide 16

Other 15

No indication

6. Student Organization: Mean
Semester

Number
Hours

of

Reported per Class

Individualized reading instruction 70

Small groups (5 or fewer students) 92
Large groups (6 or nIcre students) 111

No indication

Information on items four through tea was obtained by asking teachers to report
on each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data werfk reported: 20
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7. Classroom Language (All Classes Combined):

Language of Instruction Native Language of Students
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking
Used) Language

Standard English
Non-Standard English
Spanish
French
American Indian
language or dialect
Japanese
No indication

8, Reading Approach:

100%

Meaning emphasis
Code emphasis
Linguistics
Modified alphabet
Responsive environment
Programmed learning
Individualized reading
Language experience
Eclectic or teacher's own
Other
No indication
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53 %

5

35

17

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class



9. Techniques Used for Reading Instruction;

Machine - based programmed
instruction
Other programmed instruction
Gaming/simulation
Instructional TV
Interactive media
Intensive involvement
Discussion groups
Demonstration- performance
Lecture
Contracts
Use of supplementary materials
Other
No indication

755

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

9

44

3

7

5

50
26

24

59

9



10. Claisi:oom Evaluation Procedures:

Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or
all students to determine individual reading needs.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for each student.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for the entire class.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward
reading for the entire class.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for each individual.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for the entire class.
Visible records are kept of class performance.

Records of each student's performance are kept
with respect to each objective.
Students are kept informed of their progress.

Students are involved in self-evAluation.

Parents are informed of student& progress.

No indication

Number of
Class rooms
in Which
Procedure
Used

19

13

18

16

14

16

14

10

16

19

16

19

11. Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: No Clear Indication
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J. MAJOR FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN

1. Jiro ect Objectives and Degree of Accomp

Project Objectives

lishment*

STUDENT
X XStudent Attitude

Student Behavior . .

Student Reading Achievement X X

ReaclingL-ItelatLId Skills

TEACHER
Teacher Competence__
Teacher Attitude

r

Teacher Behavior
--.------.

PARENT/COMMUNITY

X
Parent/CommuLity
Involvement
Parent Attitude

PROGRAM

Information Dissemination
Individualization of
Instruction
Innovations.
Inservice Training
Additional Materials,
Servicet or Personnel

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Program Objectives
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under "Major Findings". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.
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Z. Major Findings*

Major Area

STUDENT
,

Reading Achievement
Reading-Related Skills
Social Skills
Attitude

TEACHER
Competency
Attitude X

Teacher-Student Relations X

Teacher-Staff Relations X

PARENT/COMMUNITY
Support
Involvement X

PROGRAM

Success of Inserice Training
Program Flexibility_
Helpfulness of Technical Assistance
Significant Changes in Reading
Approach
Individualization of Instruction X

Value of Assistance from
Aides/Volunteers X

SITE DID NOT CLI4ARLY STATE FINDINGS

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Major Findings" or
under "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program waFt according to data in the self-evaluation.
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3. Program Recommendations

Recommendations contained within the self -evaluation reports
were categorized into the areas listed below. An "X" indicates that
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area.

44...46.00

NIMM64014460

44414.464.40.

0.0 101.1.

1.44.1.11.

AIM .6111.

More emphasis on reading-related skills

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude

More remedial help

Increased effort to involve parents/community

Increased school-parent communications

More staff training

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach

More emphasis on individualization of instruction

Expand program within school/school district

More materials/equipment/personnel

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency

Increased etnphasis on improving teacher attitude

Improved evaluation techniques

Re-definition of needs

Improved communication with HEW

Continued funding

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS X
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1

.INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT

School: 4601

Oracles: K-6

A. School Characteristics

1. Geograyhic Region
A I3 C D E* F

1111111111111111MMEM11111

*States in this region are: Colorado, Kansas, Iowa, Missouri,
Minnesota, Montana, Nebraska, North Dakota, South Dakota,
Utah, Wisconsin, Wyoming

2. Urban-Rural Index

Urban Suburban Rural

3. Student Population (Total School)

Total Reported Enrollment 126
Total Students in Each Grade Level

Grade No. of Students Grade No. of Students
K 20 7

1 16 8

2 17 9

3 13 10

4 14 11

5 15 12

6 15 Early child 16

Student Ethnicity (Total School)

American Indian
Asian
Black
Mexican American
Puerto Rican
White
Other

761

Percent

4
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B. Right to Read Student Characteristics

1. Amount of Time in Programs 1972-73 School Year
2. Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level

and Ethnic Breakdown

Grade

Total Percent
r

No. of
Students

American
Indian Black

Mexican
American

Asian
Americ n

Puerto
Rican White Other

K 20 45 5 50

1
16 31 5 63.---

2
17 35 6 59

3
13 8 23 69

4
14 57 43'

5
15 13 80 ...,

6 15 13 80

7

9

li,

11

12

'Early child 16 56 13 31
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3. Reading Gain') for 1972-73 School Year*
(see Vol. 11, V, A fox detailed ropc»)
o Grade Level

(includes only levels
for which data were
reported) Mean Gain per Month St. Dev.

1

2

3

4

5

6

o Overall. Mean Gain for School

0.6 0.6
1, O. .1 0
1i.3 1. 3
1.6 0.8
2.1 2 1

7

1, 6 1. 7
(means adjusted for differing class sizes)

o Name of Standardized
Test(s) Used

C. Right to Read Teacher Characteristics

e Total Number Reported

Age
Mean Range

3k j
o No. Years Teaching Experience ES.73 EL..1)

Male Female
o Sex No.

Percent

o Ethnicity
No.

Percent

o Degree

Area of
Degree

Mexican Puerto No
Aver Ind Asian Black Amer Rican White Other Indication

BA or BS MA or MS PhD Other No IndicationNo. Ei 1

Human- Fine No Indi-
Educ Soc Sci ities Arts Ph s Sci Math Other cationNo. 171-1"T

Read Reading Bilingual
Spec Teacher S3CC

o Job Title No.

Inner Cit
o Residential No, [--

index

Multi No
Subloct Other Indication

Urban Suburban Rural No Indication

*
Total number of classes for which achievement data were reported:
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Teacher Attitude Toward Right To Read Ircatuie's
(figures indicate number of teachers responding)

Effectiveness
Good Adequate Poor Very Poor

:111
Parent Involve-
ment

In-service
Training

Reading
Specialist

Instructional
Materials

Excellent

No Indica-
tion or Not
'Included
in Program

',1.4,4
Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing to
Teach in Right To Read Program next year:

Yes
Yes, if changes are made
Questionable
No

No Response

D. Identification of Project Director

District Reading Reading Classroom
TeacherSupt. Principal Specialist Teacher

No: of
Teachers:

No Title
Other indicated

x
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E. Effectiveness of Right To Read Materials
Very Not No

Program Planning Procedure Useful Useful Useful Indication
(PPP)

[
(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as
parent involvement, identification and prioritizing of student
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches,
materials,and program organizations. Also supplied information
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program)

Ways in which PPP was used in program:

Structuring Identification of
and Plannin Student/Teacher Neede

X

Identification Listing Ongoing No
of Objectives Priorities Eval. Indication

Very Not No
Status and Reporting Center Useful Useful Useful Indication
(S and RC)

X

(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve-
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D. C.)

Ways in which S and RC was used:

Program Student /Teacher Task
Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source

Display Reference

xj
Forecast Information No
Outcomes Ofssemination Indication
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F. Technical Assistant Utilization

Rating of Helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

Technical Assistant Activities:

1. Program planning X 11. Identify alternate approaches

2. Program implementation 12. Develop team teaching

3. Interpret Right to Read 13. Observe classes
planning materials X

14. Advise on parental1
4. Work on the Unit Task Force involvement

=www,

5. Develop Work Statement/ 15. Recommend consultants
Proposal

16. Budget planning
6. Develop or identify

curriculum materials X 17. Evaluation

7. Needs assessment 18. Liaison with Right to Read,
Washington, D. C.

8. Diagnosis/prescription
19. Plan for 1973-74 program

9. Identify objectives
20. No indication of activity

10. Staff development
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0. Parent Involvement

Extent of
Involvement

Activities:

High Medium Low No Indication

1. Unit Task Force X 9. Reading is Fundamental
2. Program planning 10. PTA, open house, other

traditional meetings
*.3. Program implementation

l 1. Supplementary activities
4. Develop materials

12. Community relations
5. Purchase/repair materials
6. Aides, tutors, volunteers X

13. Information dissemination

14. No indication
7. Advisory council

8. Workshops, conferences
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H. Teacher Aides

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides
Worked in classrooms
Were paid
Were; Parent

Student teacher
Community organization member
High school student
Other

Average number of hours aides worked
per semester
Types of Activities Performed:
Tutoring students
Marking tests
Distributing materials
Working in small and large groups
Preparing materials
Liaison with parents and other outside personnel
Bus monitoring
Supervising recreational activities in or outside
class
Classroom maintenance
Supervising field trips
Other

110010.0

25%

75%

102
10.1010111.1.4

X

Teacher rating of aides' effectiveness (figures indicate number
of teachers reporting data)

Very Very
Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective

_1
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I, Program Characteristics

Inservice Training:

Individuals responsible for training:

Consultants
Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members
Project director
Reading specialist
Classroom teacher
No indication

Individuals trained:

Reading specialist/teacher
Classroom teachers
Other staff
Paraprofessionals
Parents
No indication

T raining areas'

Learning theory Instructional approach
Student background and self
concept

Instructional materials
Teaching techniques

X

Language development
Motor and perceptual skills

Classroom organization and
management

11.I

Right to Read Program Evaluation
Diagnostic / pre scriptive
approach

No indication
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Training Methods:

Group or individual meetings, seminars, workshops,
conferences
School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom
observations
University courses
Video taping, audio-visuals, multi-media
No indication

2. Unit Task Force Activities

Planning Phase

Rating of helpfulness:

UTF Members:

Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpfu). IndicationLI I IxJ

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of meetings:
Very No
Fre uent Fre uent Infrequent Indication

X
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Types of Activities:

Meet with TAT s

Develop proposal or work
statement
Needs assessment
Develop diagnostic/prescriptive
approach
Identify objectives
Gather data
Complete PPP

Implementation Phase

Rating of Helpfulness:

UTF members:

Develop materials
Inservice training
Budget

Information dissemination
Develop tests
tvaluation
No indication

Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of Meetings:

771

Very
Frequent Frequent Infrequent

No
Indication
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Types of Activities;

Meet with TATs/consultants
Develop criteria for student
selection or placoment
Student diagnosis
Identify tutors
Inservico training
Develop community involvement
activities

Status and reporting activities
Record progress
Serve on special committees
Review program progress
Information dissemination
Eviluation
No indication

3. Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach;

Individualized, prescription
Identification of student skill levelis
Teacher observation
Contracts
Individualized instruction
Progress checklists
Testing
Review case histories
Staff conferences
Student/teacher conferences

Supplementary materials
Games, manipulativos
Audio. Visual, Multimedia
Commercially made programs
Student grouping
Special classes
Skill sessions
Field trips
Reading/language center
Reading specialist, tutors
Language experience approach
Basal text instruction
No indication
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4. Program LocattOnt*

Reading is taught as a separate subject
Reading is taught indirectly
through other subject matter

Special assistance is provided outside the
classroom for students in special need of
reading help
No indication

5. Student/Teacher Organization:

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class'

41101.1110

68

94

16

Mean
Semester
Reported

Number of
Hours
per Class

Single teachermulti-subjects 371
Reading specialist (responsible for morethan one class)
Team teachers 22
Students doing cross-age teaching 45
Tutor-specialist 22
Tutor-aide 36
Other
No indication

6. Student Organization: Mean
Semester

Number
Hours

of

Reported per Class
Individualized reading instruction 43
Small groups (5 or fewer students) 47
Large groups (6 or more students) 69
No indication

*Information on items four through tea was obtained by asking teachers to reporton each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported: 4
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7. Classroom Language (All Classes Combined):

Language of Instruction Native Language of Students
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking
Used) Language

Standard English

Non-Standard English

Spanish

French
American Indian
language or dialect
Japanese
No indication

8. Reading Approach:

1001

Meaning emphasis
Code emphasis

Linguistics

Modified alphabet
Responsive environment
Programmed learning
Individualized reading
Language experience
Eclectic or teacher's own
Other
No indication
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Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Claer,

10

0

40

50

46

0



9, Techniques Used for Reading Instruction:

Machine-based programmed
instruction
Other programmed instruction
Gaming/simulation
Instructional TV
Interactive media
Intensive involvement
Discussion groups
Demonstration- performance
Lecture .

Contracts
Use of supplementary materials
Other
No indication
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Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

21

0

0

41

18

22

36

14



10. Classroom Evaluation Procedures:

Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or
all students to determine individual reading needs.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for each student.
The teacher has formulated or selected
Specific objectives for the entire class.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward
reading for the entire class.
Performance of students in measured in
terms of objectives set for each individual.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for the entire class.
Visible records are kept of class performance.

Records of each student's performance are kept
with respect to each objective.
Students are kept informed of their progress.

Students are involved in self-evaluation.

Parents are informed of students' progress.

No indication

11. Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: $40, 000
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MAJOR rINDINCIS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN
rtMtrenrnTrAvALOATIolst
1. Project. Objective's and Degree of Accomplishment*

STUDENT

Student Attitude
Student Behavior X
Student Reading Achievement
Reading-Related Skills

TEACHER
Teacher Competency
Teacher Attitude
Teacher Behavior

PARENT/COMMUNITY
Parent/Community
Involvement
Parent Attitude

PROGRAM

Information Dissemination
Individualization of
Instruction
Innovations
Inservice Traning
Additional Materials,
Services or Personnel

*Sites mty have indicated program success under "Program Objectives
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under "Major Findings", The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.
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Z. 1.14.1jstakg_idin s*

Major Area

STUDENT

Reading Achievement
Reading -Related Skills
Social Skills
Attitude

TEACHER
Competency
Attitude
Teacher-Student Relations
Teacher-Staff Relations

PARENT/COMMUNITY
Support
Involvement

PROGRAM

Success of Inservice Training
Pro ram Flexibilit
Helpfulness of Technical Assistance
Significant Changes in Reading
A ..roach
Individualization of Instruction
Value of Assistance from
Aides /Volunteers

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Major Findings" or
under "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data iii the 'self- evaluation.
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3, Program acommedations

Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports
were categorized into the areas listed below, An "X" indicates that
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area.

110.04.1.0.
More emphasis on reading-related skills

x Increased emphasis on improving student achievement

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude

More remedial help011

4110.1.1.1111
Increased effort to involve parents/community

Increased school-parent communications

x More staff training

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach

More emphasis on individualization of instruction

Expand program within school/school district

More materials/equipment/personnel

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude

Improved evaluation techniques

Re-definition of needs

Improved communication with HEW

Continued funding

11.111.11.11/11.

OINVIege.eto

110.0.11111

moimi.

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS
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School:
Grades:

INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT

4701

4 ..5

School Characteristics

1. ilecatutis 1..4%14.
*States in this region are: Connecticut, Maine, Massachusetts
NeW Hampshire, NeW Jersey, New York, Puerto Rico, Rhode
Island, Vermont, Virgin Islands

2. Urban-Rural Index

Urban Suburban Rural

1-7-1
3. Student Population (Total School)

Total Reported Enrollment 378
Total Students in Each Grade Level

Grade No. of Students

1

2

3

4

5 181

6

197

Grath+ No. of Students
7

8

9

10

11

12

Student Ethnicity Total School)

American Indian
Asian
Black
Mexican American
Puerto Rican
White
Other

781

Percent

.41,/./IiIMM././ea

1t)....



. Right to Read Student Characteristics

1. Amount of Time in Program: 1972.73 School Year
2. Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level

and Ethnic Breakdown

°rade

1

Total
No. of Amexican

Students Indian Black

Percent
Mexican Asian Puerto
American American Rican White

4.1
Other

3

4 84 100'

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

215 = ...Olt o..

-4
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3, Itondinfi Gains for 1974..13 School Year*
(sue Vol. 111 A for detailed report)

Grade Level
(includes only )ovels
for which data were
x_cp.ayt.cd.) loom, Gain per lytorah St. Devi

1 w
4 1. 0 1.2
5 1.6

or
2. 0

6 4.
o Overall Mean Gain for School 1,3 0 1.6

(means adjusted for dIffering class sizes)
o Name of Standardized MATTest(s) Used ,0010

C. Right to Read Teacher Characteristics

o . Total Number Reported LEJ

......en

Mean Range
o Age 5? _1 22-55+
o No. Years Teaching Experie»ce Eltri E-4:3 r.""-- 1

Male Female

Percent
1

100
o Sex No.

10
Mexican Puerto

o Ethnicity Anor Ind Asian Black. Amer Rican White.Other
11 x

Percent
No. L.

100

BA or BS MA or MS PhD Other No Indication
o Degree No. ==1"-- I 1

o Area of
Degree No.

E du c
Human- Fine

Sac Sci ities Arts
No JJ1C.I.

Phys Sci Math Other ratio)iTT L:1-1
Read Reading Bilingual Multi No
Spec Teacher Sycc Subject Other Indication

Job Title No,
Inner City Urban Suburban Rural No Indication

No. E ammummornmO Residential
Index

Total number of classes for which achievement data were reported: 7
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Teacher Attitudi. Toward llight TO Re:A re:1.1114:os
(figures indicate number of teachers responding)

Effectiveness

Parent involve-
ment

In-service
Traini»g

Reading
Specialist

Instructionvl
Materials

so 4.1./. .

txcel 1 ent Good A decuat e Poor Very Poor

No Indica.
tion or Not
Included
in Pro ramera rm. ...v....a .......N .

......

..

1

.

.

2 ........_.....-

. tmoo.......

I

.

4

1 - WA- I...

3

....

3

.

1

........

.

.......

o Teacher Preference Re girding C6ntinuing to
Teach in Right To Read Program next year:

Yes
Yes, if changes are made
Questionable
No

No Response
D. Identification of. Project Director

District Reading Reading
Supt. Principal Specialist Teacher

No: of
Teachers:

Classroom
Teacher Other

No Title
Indicated

. F 71
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, Effectiveness of Right To Read Materials6.......11
Very Not No

Program Planning Procedure Useful Useful Useful Indication
(PPP)

X

(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as
parent involvement, identification and prioritizing of student
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches,
materials,and progriam organizations. Also supplied information
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program)

Ways in which PPP was used in program:

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No
and212nning....Studemt/Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities Eval, Indication

X

Status and Reporting Center
(S and RC)

Very Not No
Useful Useful Useful Indication

(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve-
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding
schools and Right to Read, Washington, 13, C.)

Ways in which S and RC was used:

Program Student/Teacher Task Display
Planning Needs Assessment J1/4ssignmenta Program Progress

Reference
Source

Forecast Information No
Outcomes Dissemination Indication
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F. Technical Assistant Utilization

Rating of Helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

1.

Technical Assistant

Program planning

Activities;

11. Identify alternate approaches
2. Program implementation 12. Develop team teaching

3. Interpret. Right to Read 13. Observe classes
planning materials

14. Advise on parental
4. Work on the Unit Task Force involvement

5, . Develop Work Statement/
Proposal X

15. Recommend consultants
11.11MIP

16. Budget planning
6. Develop or identify

curriculum materials 17. Evaluation

7. Needs assessment 18. Liaison with Right to Read,
Washington, D. C,

8. Diagnosis/prescription
19. Plan for 1973.74 program

9. Identify objectives
20. No indication of activity

10. Staff development X
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a. Parent Involvement

Extent of
Involvement

Activities:

High Medium

X

Low No Indication11

Unit Task 'once 9. Reading is Fundamental
2. Program planning 10. PTA, opei house, other

traditional meetings3. Program implementation
11. Supplementary activities4. Develop materials
12. Community relations5. Purchase/repair materials
13. Information dissemination6. Aides, tutors, volunteers
14. No indication7. Advisory council

8. Workshops, conferences
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H. Teacher Aides

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides
Worked in classrooms
Wore paid
Wore: Parent

Student teacher
Community organization member
High school student
Other

Average number of hours aides worked
per semester
Types of Activities Performed:
Tutoring students
Marking tests
Distributing materials
Working in small and large groups
Preparing materials
Liaison with parents and other outside personnel
Bus monitoring
Supervising recreational activities in or outside
class
Classroom maintenance
Supervising field trips
Other

Teacher rating of aides' effectiveness (figures' indicate number
of teachers reporting data)

Very Very
Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective

3
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Program Characteristics

IrtsemTraining;
Individuals responsible for training:

Consultants
Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members
Project director
Reading specialist
Classroom teacher
No indication

Individuals trained:

Reading specialist/teacher
Classroom teachers
Other staff
Paraprofessionals
Parents
No indication

Training areas.

Learning theory
Student background and self
concept
Language development
Motor and perceptual skills
Right to Read Program
Diagnostic / prescriptive
approach X

Instructional approach
Instructional materials
Teaching techniques
Classroom organization and
management
Evaluation
No indication
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Training Methods:

Group or individual meetings, seminars, workshops,
conferences
School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom
observations
University courses
Video taping, audio-visuals, multi-media
No indication

2, Unit Task Force Activities

Planning Phase

Rating of helpfulness:

UTF Members:

Frequency of meetings:

Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Very
Frequent Frequent

X
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Types of Activities:

Meet with 'rATs
Develop proposal or work
statement
Needs assessment
Develop diagnostic/prescriptive
approach
Identify objectives
Gather data
Complete PPP

Implementation Phase

Rating of Helpfulness:

UTF members:

Develop materials
Inservice training
Budget

Information dissemination
Develop tests
Evaluation
No indication

Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Hel ful Indication

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of Meetings:
Very
Fre uent Fre uent

X
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o Types of Activities;

Meet with TATs /consultants
Develop criteria for student
selection or placement
Student diagnosis
Identify tutors
Inservice training
Develop community involvement
activities

3. Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach:

1
X

Status and reporting activities
Record progress
Serve on special committees
Revipw program progress

,Information dissemination
Evaluation
No indication

Individualized prescription
Identification of student skill levels
Teacher observation
Contracts
Individualized instruction
Progress checklists
Testing
Review case histories
Staff conferences
Student/teacher conferences X

792

Supplementary materials
Games., manipulatives
Audio- Visual, Multimedia
Commercially made programs
Student grouping
Special classes
Skill sessions
Field trips
Reading/language center
Reading specialist, tutors
Language experience approach
nasal text instruction
No indication

X



4, Program Location:*

Reading is taught as a separate subject
Reading is taught indirectly
through other subject matter

Special assistance is provided outside the
classroom for students in special need of
reading help
No indication

5, Student/Teacher Organization:

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

121

64

96

Mean
Semester
Reported

Number of
Hours
per Class

Single teacher--multi-subjects 64
Reading specialist (responsible for more
than one class)

105

Team teachers 0
Students doing cross-age teaching 0

Tutor-specialist 96

Tutor-aide
Other

_182

29
No indication

6. Student Organization: Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

Individualized reading instruction 45

Small groups (5 or fewer students) 30

Large groups (6 or more students) 44

No indication

*Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report
on each class they taught, Total number of classes for which data were reported: 7

793



7. Classroom Language (All Classes Combined):

Standard English
Non-Standard English
Spanish
French
American Indian
le.tiguage or dialect
Japanese
No indication

Language of Instruction Native Language of Students
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking
Used) Language

100 %

,1
100%

S. Reading Approach:

Moan
Semester
Reported

Meaning emphasis

Number
Hours
per

of

Class

Code emphasis 0

Linguistics 0

i'vtodified alphabi-A 0

Responsive environment 0

Programmed learning 0

Individualized reading 45_

Language experience 0

Eclectic or teacher's own 0

Other 76

No indication
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Techniques Used for Reading Instruction:

Machine- based programmed
instruction
Other programmed instruction
Gaming/simulation
Instructional TV
Interactive media
Intensive involvement
Discussion groups
Demonstration- performance
Lecture
Contracts
Use of supplementary materials
Other
No indication

795

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

0

2

0

0
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10. Classroom Evaluation Procedures:

Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or
all students to determine individual reading needs.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for each student.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for the entire class.
Thos teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward
reading for the entire class.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for each individual.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for the entire class.
Visible records are kept of class performance.

Records of each student's performance are kept
with respect to each objective.
Students are kept informed of their progress.

Students are involved in self-evaluation.

Parents are informed of student& progress.

No indication

11. Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: $30,000
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Number of
Classrooms
in Which
Procedure
Used

7

7

7

7

7

7

0

7

7

7

6
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MAJOR P NDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN.

Project Objectives and Devoe of Accomplishment*

Project Objectives

STUDENT

Student Attitude
Student Behavior X X
Student Reading Achievement X
Reading-Related Skills

TEACHER
Teacher Competency
Teacher Attitude
Teacher Behavior

_

PARENT /COMMUNITY

Parent/Community
Involvement
Parent Attitude

PROGRAM

Information Dissemination
Individualization of
Instruct!on
Innovations

Training_Inservice
Additional Materials,
Services or Personnel

*Sites may have indicated program success under ',Program Objectives
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under "Major Findiugs". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.
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Major Area

STUI?ENT

Reading Achievement
Readin: -Related Skills
Social Skills
Attitude

TEACHER
Competency
Attitude
Teacher-Student Relations
Teacher-Staff Relations

PARENT/COMMUNITY
Su ..ort
Involvement

PROGRAM

Success of Inservice Training
Pro: ram Flexibilit
Helpfulness of Technical Assistance
Significant Changes in Reading
Approach , X

Individualization o Instruction
Value of Assistance from
Aides/Volunteers

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STAT!1 FINDINGS

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Major Findings" or
under "Program. Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment ". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data id the'ielf-evaluation.

798



3. Program Recommendations

Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports
were categorized into the areas listed below. An "X" indicates that
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area.

,
01.11.1

More emphasis on reading-related skills

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude

More remedial help

X Increased effort to involve parents/community

Increased school-parent communications...

...011

11
Improved evaluation techniques

X Re-definition of needs

Improved communication with HEW

More staff training

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach

More emphasis on individualization of instruction

Expand program within school/ school district

More materials/equipment/personnel

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude

Continued funding

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS
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INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT

School: $0Q1

° r a del

A. School Characteristics

1. ato rtic Region
*States in this region are: Alaska, Idaho, Guam, Nevada,
Oregon, Washington

A B :CIL &es:3"o

2. Urban-Rural Index

Urban Suburban

I

Rural

3. Student Population (Total School)

Total Reported Enrollment 422

Total Students in Each Grade Level

Grade No. of Students Grade No. of Students
7 123

1 8 165
2 9 134

3 10

4 11

5 12

6 11111.}.

Student Ethnicity (Total School)
Percent

American Indian
Asian 1

Black 2

Mexican American 1

Puerto Rican
White 76
Other 1
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-Right to,Read Student. Characteristics.

1. Amount of Time in Programs 1972-73 School Year
2. Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level

and Ethnic Breakdown

Total Percent
No. of American Mexican Asian

rade Students Indian Black American American
K

101.1=0.0110.0k

1ift
2

Puerto
Rican White Other

3

4

5
6.10.1011111-.....

6
4..0.1 .1 041.01.1

120 20 5 75

8 40 28 12

9 40 34

60

67

10

11

12

802



3. Reading, Gains for 1972..73 School Year*
(f;ee Vol, II, V, A for detailed report)

Grade Level
(includes only levels
for which data were
rep22:ted) Mean Gain per Month St. DCVO

11....

1

2

3

4

5

6

7 0.9 1.5

8 0. 4
.

1.4
9 0. 9 1.6

Overall Mean Gain for School
(means adjusted for differing clasp sizes)

e Name of Standardized CTBSTest(s) Used

C. Righl to Read Teacher Characteristics

e Total Number Reported

Age

No. Years Teaching Experience

e Sex

Ethnicity
No.

Percent

No.
Percent

11411.* qo

1. 5

. . pwwww....m.

FED
Mean Ran e

1-17 127742=
Male Female

Mexican Puerto No
Amr Ind Asian Black Amer Rican White Other Indication..

00

BA or BS MA or MS
o Degree No.

Area of
Degree No.

o Job Title No.

Residential
Index

Edue

PhD Other No Indication

Human- Fine No Mi.
Arts PhysSci Math Other cationSoc Sei ities

Road Reading Bilingual Multi No

ES...))ec

Teacher S lee Subiect Other Indication
TT 3

Inner City Urban Suburban Rural No Indication
No. L

6''Total number of classes for which achievement data wore reported;
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Teacher Attitude Toward Right To Read Featuves
(figures indicate number of teachers responding) No Indica-

tion.or NotEffectiveness 'Included

Parent Involve-
ment

In-service
Training

Reading
Specialist

Instructional
Materials

Excellent Good Ade uate Poor=* V...arlyootagram

2 2

2
Ilmorair

4

Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing to
Teach in Right To Read Program next year:

Yes
Yes, if changes are made
Questionable
No

No Response
D. Identification of Project Director

District Reading Reading Classroom No Title
Su t. Princi sal Specialist Teacher Teacher Other Indicated

No; of
Teachers:
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E. Effectiveness of Right To Read Materials
Very Not No

Program Planning Procedure Useful Useful Useful Indication
(PPP) r I

(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as
parent involvement, identification and prioritizing of student
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches,
materials, and program organizations. Also supplied information
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program3

Ways in which PPP was used in program:

Structuring
and Plannin

X

g

Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No
Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities Eval, Indication

Status and Reportihg Center
(S aad RC)

Very Not No
Useful Useful Useful Indication

X

(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve-ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D. C.)

Ways in which S and RC was used:

Program Student/Teacher Task Display ReferencePlanning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source

X

Forecast Information No
Outcomes Di'ssemi'nation Indication

805



. Technical Assistant Utilization

Rating of Helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

Technical Assistant Activities:

1. Program planning.

Program implementation

Interpret Right to Read
planning materials

. Work on the Unit Task Force

Develop Work Statement/
Proposal

Develop or identify
curriculum materials

7. Needs assessment

8. Diagnosis/prescription

9. Identify objectives

10. Staff development

I 1=

11. Identify alternate approaches

12. Develop team teaching

13. Observe classes

14. Advise on parental
involvement

15. Recommend consultants

16, Budget planning

17, Evaluation

18. Liaison with Right to Read,
Washington, D. C.

19. Plan for 1973-74 program

20. No indication of activity
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G. Parent Involvement

Extent of
Involvement

Activities:

1, Unit Task Force

2. Program planning

3, Program implementation

4. Develop materials

5, Purchase/repair materials

6, Aides, tutors, volunteers

7. Advisory council

8. Workshops, conferences

X

1.1

High Medium Low No Indication

9. Reading is Fundamental

10. PTA, open house, other
traditional meetings

11. Supplementary activities

12. Community relations

13. Information dissemination

14. No indication
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H. Teacher Aides

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides
Worked in classrooms
Were paid
Were: Parent

Student teacher
Community organization member
High school student

100

43
mortwoor:

Other 93

Average number of hours aides worked
per semester 284

Types of Activities Performed:
Tutoring students
Marking tests
Distributing materials
Working in small and large groups
Preparing materials X

Liaison with parents and other outside personnel
Bus monitoring
Supervising recreational activities in or outside
class
Classroom maintenance X

Supervising field trips
,Immorm..4

XOther
NI

Teacher rating of aides' effectiveness (figures indicate number
of teachers reporting data)

Very Very.
Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective

10
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I. 1)22.attmcsl.
Lapel/ice T

Individuals responsible for training:

Consultants
Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members
Project director
Reading specialist
Classroom teacher
No indication

Individuals trained:

Reading specialist/teacher
Classroom teachers
Other staff
Paraprofessionals
Parents
No indication

Training areas.
1,10.

Learning theory Instructional approach X
Student background and self Instru. ctional materials
concept X

Teaching techniques X
Language development
Motor and perceptual skills

Classroom organization and
management

Right to Read Program Evaluation
Diagnostic/ prescriptive

1..000,1100

No indication
approach X
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Training Methods:

Group or individual meetings, seminars, workshops,
conferences
School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom
observations
University courses
Video taping, audio-visuals, multi-media
No indication

Unit Task Force Activities

Planning Phase

Rating of helpfulness:

UTF Members:

Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of meetings:

U
U
U
U
U

Very No
Fre uent Fre uent Infra uei Indication

X
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Types of Activities:

Meet with TAT s
Develop proposal or work
statement
Needs assessment
Develop diagnostic/prescriptive
approach
Identify objectives
Gather data
Complete PPP

Implementation Phase

Rating of Helpfulness:

UTF members:

Develop materials
Inservice training
Budget
Information dissemination
Develop tests
Evaluation
No indication

Very Not No
Hel ful Hel ful Hel ful Indication

X

Consultant >3

Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of Meetings:
Very No
Fre uent Fre uent Infre uent Indication

X
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Types of Activities:

Meet with TATS /consultants
Develop criteria for student
selection or placement
Student diagnosis
Identify tutors
Inservice training
Develop community involvement
activities

Status and reporting activities
Record ogress
Serve on special committees
Review program progress
Information dissemination
Evaluation
No indication

3. Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach:

Individualized prescription
Identification of student skill levels
Teacher observation
Contracts
Individualized instruction
Progress checklists
Testing
Review case histories
Staff conferences
Student/teacher conferences

811

Supplementary materials
Games, manipulatives
Audio- Visual, Multimedia
Commercially made programs
Student grouping
Spechl classes
Skill sessions
Field trips
Reading/language center
Reading specialist, tutor s
Language experience approach
Basal text instruction
No indication



4. Program Location:*

Reading is taught as a separate subject
Reading is taught indirectly
through other subject matter

Special assistance is provided outside the
classroom for students in special need of
reading help
No indication

5, Student/Teacher Organization:

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Clas s

74

12

0

Single teacher- -multi-subjects
Reading specialist (responsible for more
than one class)

Mean
Semester
Reported

Number of
Hours
per Class

22

Team teachers 77

Students doing cross-age teaching
1

0

Tutor-specialist 0

Tutor -aide 106

Other 15

No indication

6. Student Organization: Mean
Semester

Number
Hours

of

Reported per Class

Individualized reading instruction
Small groups (5 or fewer students)
Large groups (6 or more students)
No indication

5?

24

27

*Information on items four through tea was obtained by asking teachers to report
on et..;11 class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported: 14
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1. Classroom Language (All Classes Combined)!

Language of Instruction Native Language of Students
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking
Used) Language

Standard English

Non.Standard English

Spanish

'ranch
American Indian
language or dialect
Japanese
No indication

8. Reading Approach:

190%,

Meaning emphasis
Coe 1 emphasis
Linguistics
Modified alphabet
Responsive environment
Programmed learning
Individualized reading
Language experience
Eclectic or teacher's own
Other
No indication

814

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

11

13

3

34



9, Techniques Used for Reading Instruction:

Machine - based programmed
instruction
Other programmed instruction
Qamingisimulation
Instructional TV
Interactive media
Intensive involvement
Discussion groups
Demonstration- performance
Lecture
Contracts
Use of supplementary materials
Other
No indication

815

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

67

78
r

16.

18

6

0

71

0



10. Classroom Evaluation Procedures:

Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or
all students to determine individual reading needs.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for each student.
The tetather has formulated or selected
specific , bjectivee for the entire class.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward
reading for the entire class.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for each individual.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for the entire class.
Visible records are kept of class performance.

Records of each student's performance are kept
with respect to each objective.
Students are kept informed of their progress.

Students are involved in self-evaluation.

Parents are informed of students' progress.

No indication

11. Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: $50,000
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Number of
Classrooms
in Which
Procedure
Used

14

12

14
0.11.11.111110.

12

10

14

14

14

12

14



3, MAJOR FINDMS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN
PRbJEdT 5E1431.El/404'MR,
1, Project Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment C

Project Objectives

STUDENT
X XStudent Attitude

Student Behavior
Student Readin: Achievement
Reading-Related Skills

TEACHER
Teacher Competency
Teacher Attitude
Teacher Behavior

PARENT/COMMUNITY
Parent/Community
Involvement
Parent Attitude

PROGRAMyaIaormaikwilb
Information Dissemination
Individualization of
Instruction
Innovations
Inservice Training
Additional Materials,
Services or Personnel

oSites may have indicated program success under "Program Objectives
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under "Major Findings". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.
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Major Findings*

Major Area

STUDENT
Reading Achievement
Readin -Related Skills
Social Skills
Attitude

TEACHER
Competency
Attitude
Teacher-Student Relations
Teacher-Staff Relations

PARENT/COMMUNITY
Support
Involvement

pRoartAm
Success of hiservice Training
Program Flexibility
Helpfulness of Technical Assistance
Significant Changes in Reading
Approach
Individualization of Instruction
Value of Assistance from
Aides/Volunteers

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS

*Sites may have indicated program success under ',Major Findings" or
under "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data hi the' Leff- evaluation,
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3. Program Recommendation!.

Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports
were categorized into the areas listed below. An "X" indicates that
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area.

More emphasis on reading.related skills

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude
More remedial help

Increased effort to involve parents/community

Increased school-parent communicationsMIMM1.1.11.

WIMOMIPOO

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude

Improved evaluation techniques

X Continued funding

More staff training

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach

More emphasis on individualization of instruction

Expand program within school/ school district

More materials/equipment/personnel

Re-definition of needs

Improved communication with HEW

mil.M.

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS
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IND/VIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT

C:ira,dos: K-6

A, School Characteristict,

1. Geographic Region
A 13* C, D

111111111121111111111111

*States in this region are: D.C., Delaware, Illinois, Indiana,
Maryland, Michigan, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Virginia, West
Virginia

Z. Urban-Rural Index

Urban

Lx
Suburban Rural

3. Student Population (Total School)

Total Reported Enrollment 423

Total Students in Each Grade Level

Grade No. of Students Grade No. of Students

39

1 57 8

2 41 9

3 58 10

4 60 11

5 77 12

6 76 Spec Ed. 15

Student Ethnicity (Total School)

American Indian
Asian
Black
Mexican American
Puerto Rican
White
Other

821

Percent

19

81



B. Risht to Read Student Characteristics

1. Amount of Time in Program: 1972-73 School Year.
2, Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level

and Ethnic Breakdown

Total
No, of American

Grade StUdents Indian Black

K.

Percent
Mexican

American
Asian

American
Puerto
Rican White Other

I

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

57

1

58

60

17.5 82.5

12.2

15.5

13.3

87.8

84.5

86.7

0.1
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IfOltdinil Oahu! for 1972-73 School Year*Woo Vol, 11, V, A for &Whirl report)
6 Orndo Level

(includes only !tavola
for which data wore
ro

1

2

3

4

5

6

Moan Gain per Monti) St. I)ev.

Ovorall Moan Gatti for School "3
(moans adjusted for difforing class sizes)
Narno of Standardizod

CATTost(s) Used

C. Right to Road Teacher Characteristics
o Total Number Reported

Ago

No. Years Teaching axperionco

Sox

O Ethilieity
Not

Percent

Degree

: Area of

No.
Percont

d.....orywasemeMMoMOWN4MOMW,

Mean smt
E 33 J Ei2-55+ 7.]

Maio Fomalo

Moxican Puerto NoAmr Ind Asian Black Amor Rican White Other Indication

BA or BS MA or MS PhD Other No IndicationNo.

Human- Fine No Indi.-Educ Soc Sci Mos Arts Ph sSci Math Other cationDegree No. ( 4 ( 1"---1-
Read Reading Bilingual Multi No
Spec Toacher Spec Subject Other Indication

O Job Title No. [ i 1 -7- 1 .4 ..._:=:=___3
Inner Citi.. Urban Suburban Rural No Indicationo Residontial No, I

1 Z 2Index

6''`Total number of classes for which achievement data were reported:
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a Teacher Attitude Toward Right To Read reatuie's
(figures indicate number of teachers responding)

Effecti ve."-,citi

Parent Involve-
ment

In-service
Training

Reading
Specialist

Instructional
Materials

Excellent Good Adectunto Poor Very Poor

No Indica.
Lion or Not
Included
in Pro ramreomommormn....s..........y.........o..........or ...N.1.11.0 a %:14......*

1.10.0........i.1.. .10.11MMOO/M.
2 1

..........

s.........Wwero

1

..i...0*.o...............i.......

1

2
. ,

2 1

a Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing fo
Teach in Right To Read Program nex.t year:

Yes
Yes, if changes are made
Questionable
No

No Response
D. Identification of Project Director

District
Principal Specialist Teacher Teacher Other Indicated

No; of
Teachers:

Reading Reading Classroom No Title
8111)t 1+.11.*

824
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E. Effectiveness of Right To Rtad Materials
Very Not No

Program Planning Procedure Useful Useful Useful Indication
(PPP)

(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as
parent involvement, identification and prioritising of student
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches,
materials,and program organisations. Also supplied information
on redirection of existing resources to support the new progran)

Ways in which PPP was used in program:

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No
and Planning Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities Eval. Indication

Very Not No
Shiite and Reporting Center Useful Useful Useful Indication
(8 and RC)

X

(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve-
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D. C,)

Ways in which S and RC was used:

Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference
Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source

Forecast Information No
Outcomes Di'ssemi'nation Indication

X
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F. Technical Assistant Utilization

Rating of Helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

Technical Assistant Activities;

1. Program planning

2. Program implementation

3. Interpret Right to Read
planning materials

4. Work on the Unit Task Force

5. Develop Work Statement/
Proposal

6. Develop or identify
curriculum materials

7. Needs assessment

8. Diagnosis /prescription

9. Identify objectives

10. Staff development

11. Identify alternate approaches X

12. DevelAi team teaching

13. Observe classes

14. Advise on parental
involvement

15. Recommend consultants

16, Budget planning

17. Evaluation

18. /.:-4son with Right to Read,
Washington, D. C.

19. Plan for 1973.74 program

20. No indication of activity
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Parent, nvo;vement

Extent of
Involvement

Activities

High Medium Low No Indication

9.1. Unit Task For<1, Reading
2. Program planning 10. PTA, open house, other

traditional meetings3. Program implementation
11. Supplementary activities

4. Develop materials
12. Community relations.

5. Purchase /repair materials
13. Information dissemination

6. Aides tutors, volunteers
14. No indication

7. Advisory council

8. Workshops, conferences

827
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H. ,Teacher Aides

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides
Worked in classrooms
Were paid
Were Parent

Student teacher
Community organization member
High school student
Other

Average number of hours aides worked
per semester
Types of Activities Performedt
Tutoring students
Marking tests
Distributing materiale
Working in small and large groups
Preparing materials
Liaison with parents and other outside personnel
Bus monitoring
Supervising recreational activities in or outside
class
Classroom maintenance
Supervising field trips
Other

Teacher rating of aides' effectiveness (figures' indicate number
of teachers reporting data)

Very Very
Effective Effective L, 'ffect4ve Ineffective,

828



Pr a Charactorisitce

Individuals responsible for training:

Consultants
Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members
Project director
Reading specialist
Classroom teacher
No indication

Individuals trained:

Reading specialist/teacher
Classroom teachers
Other staff
Paraprofessionals
Parents
No indication

Training areas.

Learning theory
Student background and self
concept
Language development
Motor and perceptual skills
Right to Read Program
Diagnostic/ proscriptive
approach

829

Instructional approach
Instructtonal materials
Teaching techniques
Classroom organization and
management
Evaluation
No indication



Training Methods:

Group or individual meetings, seminars, workshops,
conferences
ichil visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom
oboe vations
University courses
Video taping, audio-visuals, multi-media
No indication

2. t)nit Task Force Activities

Plitnakultitas

Rating of helpfulness: Very Not No
ful ful fu ca

UTF Members:

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of meetings:
Very
Frequent Frequent Infrequent Indication

1 X I I
No
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Types of Activities:

Meet with TATs
Develop proposal or work
statement
Needs assessment
Develop diagnostic/prescriptive
approach
Identify objectives
Gather data
Complete PPP

Develop materials
Inservice training
Budget
Information dissemination
Develop tests
Evaluation
No indication

Implementation Phase

Rating of Helpfulness:
ART

b'

UTF members:

Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

X

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of Meetings:
Very
Frequent

U
U
M

U

Frequent Infrecent
X

No
Indication
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Types of Activities;

Meet with TATS /consultants
Develop criteria for student
selection or placement
Student diagnosis
Identify tutors
Inservia training
Develop community involvement
activities

Status and reporting activities
Record progress
Serve on special committees
Review program progress
Information dissemination
Evaluation
No inclIcaqon

3. Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach:

Individualized prescription
Identification of student skill levels
Teacher observation
Contracts
Individualized instruction
Progress checklists
Testing
Itcvivw case histories
Staff conferences
Student/teacher conferences

U
U
U
U
UIi
ml
U
U

Supplementary materials
Games, manipulativeb
Audio- Visual, Multimedia
Commercially made programs
Student grouping
Special classes
Skill sessions
Field trips
Reading/language center
Reading specialist, tutors
Language experience approach
Basal text instruction
No indication

832

U
U
U
U
N
U
ml



4, Program Locatiotis*

Reading is taught as a separate subject
Reading is taught indirectly
through other subject matter

Special assistance is provided outside the
classroom for students in special need of
reading help
No indication

5, Student/Teacher Organizations

Mean Ntimber or
Semester Hours,
Reported per Ctass

190

104

45
irouroArsr.

Mean
Semester
Reported

Number of
Hours
per Class

Single teachermulti-subjects 346

Reading specialist (responsible for more
than one class) 72

Team teachers 25
Students doing crossage teaching 18

Tutorspecialist
Tutoraide 18

Other
No indication

6. Student Organization: Mean
Semester

Number
Hours

of

Reported per Class

Individualized reading instruction 40
Small groups (5 or fewer students) 43.

164-Large groups (6 or more students)
No indication

*Information on items four through tetra was obtained by asking teachers to report
on each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported: 5
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7. Classroom.Language (All Classes Combined)!

Language of Instruction Native Language of Students
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking
Used) Language

Standard English
Non-Standard English
Spanish
French
American Indian
language or dialect
Japanese
No indication

8. Reading Approach:

Meaning emphasis
Code emphasis
Linguistics
Modified alphabet
Responsive environment
Programmed learning
Individualized reading
Language experience
Eclectic or teacher's own
Other
No indication

834

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

84 _

4

12

10
44

7

77
0



Techniques Used for Reading Instruction:

Mean
Semester
Reported

Number of
Hours

per Class
Machine- based programmed
instruction 25

Other programmed instruction 4
Claming/simulation 0

Instructional TV 0

Interactive media 0

Intensive involvement
Discussion groups 17

Demonstration- performance 32

Lecture 4
Contracts
Use of supplementary materials
Other
No indication
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10. Classroom Evaluation Procedures:
Number
Classrooms
in Which
Procedure
Used

of

Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or
all students to determine individual reading needs.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for each student.
Theiteacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for the entire class.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward
reading for the entire class,
Performance of students is measured in

4

terms of objectives set for each individual. 4

Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for the entire class. 5

Visible records are kept of class performance.
5

Records of each student's performance are kept
with respect to each objective. 3

Students are kept informed of their progress.

Students are involved in self-evaluation.
5

Parents are informed of students' progress.
5

No indication

11. Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: $30,000
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MAJOR FINDINGS AND RECO NDATIONS REPORTED 111,
PRWEtir Sair.EVAMIATIO

1. Pro ect Objectives and Degree of Accomplishmerrt,

Project Objectives

STUDENT

Student Attitude
Student Behavior X

Student Readin: Achievement X

ReadingfRelated Skills
TEACHER

Teacher Competency_
Teacher Attitude
Teacher Behavior

PARENT/COMMUNITY
Parent/Community
Involvement

'Parent Attitude
PROGRAM

Information Dissemination
Individualization of
Instruction X X

Innovations X X

Inservice Trainin:
Additional Materials,
Services or Personnel

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Program Objectives
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under "Major Findings". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self.evaluation,

837



2. Major Findings*

Major Area

STUDENT
Reading Achievement
Reading -Related Skills
Social Skills
Attitude ,...

TEACHER
Competency
Attitude
Teacher-Student Relations
Teacher-Staff Relations

PARENT/COMMUNITY
Su. ort
Involvement

PROGRAM

Success of Inservice Training
Program Flexibility
Hel.fulness of Technical Assistance
Significant Changes in Reading
Approach
Indi idualization of Instruction
Val e of Assistance from
Aid spolunteers

__ _

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS

4Z Sites may have indicated program success under "Major Findings" or
under "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.

838



3. Program Recommendations

Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports
were categorized into the areas listed below. An "X" indicates that
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area.

M11601110.

1011101111111

11.1/111.0

111.10.111011,

1111

11111100

More emphasis on reading-related skills

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude

More remedial help

Increased effort to involve parents/community

Increased school-parent communications

More staff training

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach

More emphasis on individualization of instruction

Expand program within school/ school district

More materials/equipment/personnel

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude

Improved evaluation techniques

Re-definition of needs

Improved communication with HEW

Continued funding

SITE DID NOT CI4ARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS

I
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School: 5201



,INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT

School; 5201

Grades: PreK6

A. School Characteristics

1. Geographic
ABCDEF

*States in this region are; Colorado, Kansas, Iowa, Missouri,
Minnesota, Montana, Nebraska, North Dakota, South Dakota,
Utah, Wisconsin, Wyoming

2. Urban-Rural Index

Urban Suburban

[
3. Student Population (Total School)

Total Reported Enrollment 372

Rural

X

Total Students in Each Grade Level

Grade No. of Students Grade No. of Students
K

_Si8 7

1 ___ 8_51...-.
2 43 9
3 43 10 -----,
4 41 11

5 AEL 12

6 42 Pre -K 22
EMR 6

Student. Ethnicity (Total School

American Indian
Asian
flack
Mexican American
Puerto Rican
White
Other

841

Percent
1

oNalt7e

......!*

99



B. Ri ht to Read Student Characteristics

1. Amount of Time in Programs 1972.73 School Year
2, Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level

and Ethnic Breakdown

Grade

Total Percent
No. of

Students
American

Indian Black
Mexican

American
Asian

American
Puerto
Rican White

68 1.4 1.4 97.2

59 5.0 1.6 93.4

100
2

43

3 43 4.6 95,4
4

41 100'
5 48 100

6 42 2.3 97.7
7

8

9

10

11

12

Pre -K 22 100

EMR 6

Other

Illy1/60
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3, Reading Gains for 1972.73 School Year*
(Duo Vol. 111 V, A for detailed report)

Grade Level
(includes only levels
for which data wore
sp2atsia._

1

2

3

4

5

6

Mean Gain per Month

Overall Mean Gain for School 1.2
(means adjusted for differing class sizes)
Name of Standardized
Test(s) Used

C. Right to Read Teacher Characteristics

Total Number Reported

Age

o No. Years Teaching Experience

o Sex

e Ethnicity
No.

Percent

o Degree No.

Area of
Degree No.

o Job Title No.

o Residential N
Index

No.
Percent

St. Des,,

Gate's MacGinitiei,"ITBS-

4110110..M.11......

Mean Rani

Lo.:11
Female

13

.9
Mexican Puerto. No

Amr Ind Asian Black Amer Rican White Other Indication

BA or BS MA or MS PhD Other No Indication

Human- Fine No Indi
Educ Soc Sci ities Arts PhysSci Math Other cation

13 . f t
Read Reading Bilingual Multi No
S )0C Teacher S ec Subject Other Indication

2 aliMINI 10
Inner Cit

1111

Urban Suburban Rural No Indication

'''Total number of classes for which achievement data were reported:, 8
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Teacher Attitude Toward Right To Read FeaturVs
(figures'indicato numbsr of teachers responding) No indica-

tion or Not
'hicluded

Excellent Good ado unto Poor Very Poor in Prorram
..4. ,...1.....440 , ...N.

Parent Involve..
mut
In.service
Training

Reading
Specialist

Instructional
Materials

Effectivellcifst

1,
6

1.0110101

7

011110101

Teacher Preference Regarding Co»tinuing to
Teach in Right To Read Program next year:

Yes
Yes, if changes are made
Questionable
No

No Response
D. Identification of Project Director

District Reading Reading Classroom
Si pt Principal Specialist Teacher

844

*10110000.011..

No of
Teachers:

Teacher Other
No Title
Indicated



Effectiveness of Right To Read Materials
Very Not No

Program Planning Procedure Useful Useful Useful Indication
(PPP)

X

(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as
parent involvement, identification and prioritizing of student
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches,
materials,and program organizations. Also supplied information
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program)

Ways in which PPP was used in program:

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No
and Planning Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities Eval. Indication

Very Not No
Statiis and Reporting Center Useful Useful Useful Indication
(S and RC)

X

(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve-
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D. C.)

Ways in which S and RC was used:

Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference
Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source

Forecast Information No
Outcomes DiSsernination Indication
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F. Technical Assistant Utilization

Rating of Helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

Technical Assistant Activities:

1. Program planning

2. Program implementation

3. Interpret Right to Read
planning materials

4. Work on the Unit Task Force

5. Develop Work Statement/
Proposal

6. Develop or identify
curriculum materials

7. Needs assessment

8. Diagnosis /pre scription

9. Identify objectives

10. Staff development

11. Identify alternate approaches

12. Develop team teaching

13. Observe classes

14. Advise on parental
involvement

15. Recommend consultants

16. Budget planning

17. Evaluation

18. Liaison with Right to Read,
Washington, D. C.

19. Plan for 1973.74 program

20. No indication of activity
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Parent Involvement

Extent of
Involvement

Activities:

1. Unit Task Force

2. Program planning

3, Program implementation

4. Develop materials

5. Purchase/repair materials

6. Aides, tutors, volunteers

7. Advisory council

8. Workshops, conferences

X

High Medium Low No Indication

9. Reading is Fundamental

10. PTA, open house, other
traditional meetings

11. Supplementary activities

12. Community relations

13. Information dissemination

14. No indication
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H. Teacher Aides

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides
Worked in classrooms
Were paid
Were: Parent

Student teacher
Community organization member
High school student
Other

Average number of hours aides worked
per semester
Types of Activities Performed:
Tutoring students
Marking tests
Distributing materials
Working in small and large groups
Preparing materials
Liaison with parents and other outside personnel
Bus monitoring
Supervising recreational activities in or outside
class
Classroom maintenance
Supervising field trips
Other

0

001111=11.1.

1.

Teacher rating of aides° effectiveness (figures indicate number
of teachers reporting data)

Very Very
Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective
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I. Program Characteristics

I. Inservice Training:

Individuals responsible for training:

Consultants
Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members
Project director
Reading specialist
Classroom teacher
No indication

Individuals trained:

Reading specialist/teacher
Classroom teachers
Other staff
Paraprofessionals
Parents
No indication

Training areas.

Learning theory
Student background and self
concept
Language development
Motor and perceptual skills
Right to Read Program
Diagnostic/ prescriptive
approach

Instructional approach
Instructional materials
Teaching techniques
Classroom organization and
management
Evaluation
No indication
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Training Methods:

Group or individual meetings, seminars, workshops,
conferences
School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom
observations
University courses
Video taping, audio-visuals, multi-media
No indication

2, Unit Task Force Activities

plgaphiata

Rating of helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

I I X

UTF Members:

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers 1

Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of meetings:
Very No
Frequent Frequent Infrequent Indication

X
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Types of Activities:

Meet with TATs
Develop proposal or work
statement
Needs assessment
Develop diagnostic/prescriptive
approach
Identify objectives
Gather data
Complete PPP

Implementation Phase

Rating of Helpfulness:

UTF members:

Develop materials
Inservice training
Budget
Information dissemination
Develop tests
Evaluation
No indication

Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

X 1

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of Meetings:
Very
Frequent Frequent

X

X

X

X

Infrequent
No
Indication

x i
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Types of Activities:

Meet with TATS /consultants
Develop criteria for student
selection or placement
Student diagnosis
Identify tutors
Inservice training
Develop community involvement
activities

Status and reporting activities
Record progress
Serve on special committees
Review program progress
Information dissemination
Evaluation
No indication

3. Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach:

Individualized prescription
Identification of student skill levels
Teacher observation
Contracts
Individualized instruction
Progress checklists
Testing
Review case histories
Staff conferences
Student/teacher conferences

852

Supplementary materials
Games, manipulatives
Audio- Visual, Multimedia
Commercially made programs
Student grouping
Special classes
Skill sessions
Field trips
Reading/language center
Reading specialist, tutors
Language experience approach
Basal text instruction
No indication



4. Program Location:*

Reading is taught as a separate subject
Reading is taught indirectly
through other subject matter

Special assistance is provided outside the
classroom for students in special need of
reading help
No indication

5. Stwient/Teacher Organization:

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

163

290

38

Mean
Semester
Reported

Number of
Hours
per Class

Single teacher- -multi-subjects 141

Reading specialist (responsible for more
than one class) 34

Team teachers 0

Students doing cross-age teaching 3

Tutor-specialist
Tutor-aide 0

Other 131

No indication

6. Student Organization: Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per

11www
Class

Individualized reading instruction 69

Small groups (5 or fewer students) 78

Large groups (6 or more students) 44

No indication

*Information on items four through tea was obtained by asking teachers to report
on each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported: 14
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1. Classroom Language (All Classes Combined):

Language of Instruction Native Language of Students
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking
Used) Language

Standard English
Non-Standard English
Spanish
French
American Indian
language or dialect
Japanese
No indication

8. Reading Approach:

100%

Meaning emphasis
Code emphasis
Linguistic s
Modified alphabet
Responsive environment
Programmed learning
Individualized reading
Language experience
Eclectic or teacher's own
Other
No indication

854

100%

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

34

41

12

0

15

22

30

8

6

31



9. Techniques Utied for Reading Instruction:

Machine - based programmed
instruction
Other programmed instruction
Gaming/ simulation
Instructional TV
Interactive media
Intensive involvement
Discussion groups
Demonstration- performance
Lecture
Contracts
Use of supplementary materials
Other
No indication

855

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

16

-
1

0

1

29

52

2

46

5



10. Classroom Evaluation Procedures:

Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or
all students to determine individual reading needs.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for each student.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for the entire class.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward
reading for the entire class.

Number of
Classrooms
in Which
Procedure
Used

11

11

7

8

Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for each individual. 13

Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for the entire class. 11

Visible records are kept of class performance.
12

Records of each student's performance are kept
with respect to each objective. 13

Students are kept informed of their progress.

Students are involved in self-evaluation.

Parents are informed of students' progress.

No indication

11. Total Funding for 1972-73 school year $40, 000
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J. MAJOR FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN
PROJEZT SELF:t VALUATM5ST

1. Project Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment*

Project Objectives

Degree of
Accomplishment

STUDENT

XStudent Attitude
Student Behavior
Student Reading Achievement X X

Reading-Related Skills X X

TEACHER
Teacher Competency
Teacher Attitude
Teacher Behavior X X

PARENT /COMMUNITY
Parent/Community
Involvement
Parent Attitude .....

PROGRAM

Information Dissemination
Individualization of
Instruction 2L.......X,_____j,__.
Innovations
Inservice Training
Additional Materials,
Services or Personnel

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Program Objectives
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under "Major Findings ". The
reader shoitld refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.
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2. Major Findings*

Major Area

0 ..\
414

`'A ..C,
.4' . or 0

. a7 k .A.' ,c,4 4)4 4
b (1 6 v At P

Idjit,e tN4 I., k
b

0
A t

46

ItP,01' .1461,6 V cr 61'
wl ''''- 6741 eatiP 0

STUDENT

XReading Achievement
Reading-Related Skills X

Social Skills
Attitude

mIrOWIdleMal.INNMir

TEACHER
XComietenc

Attitude X

Teacher- Student Relations
Teacher-Staff Relations X

PARENT/COMMUNITY .

Support
Involvement

PROGRAM

XSuccess of Inservice Training
Program Flexibility X

Helpfulness of Technical Assistance X

Significant Changes in Reading
Approach X

Individualization of Instruction X

Value of Assistance from
Aides/Volunteers X

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Major Findings" or
under "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data iri the Bell-evaluation.
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3. Program Recommendations

Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports
were categorized into the areas listed below, An "X" indicates that
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area.

More emphasis on reading.-related skills

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude

More remedial help

X Increased effort to involve parents/community

Increased school-parent communications

X More staff training

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach

More emphasis on individualization of instruction

Expand program within school/school district

More materials/equipment/personnel

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude

Improved evaluation techniques

Re-definition of needs

Improved communication with HEW

Continued funding

=

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS
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School; 5301



.INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT

School: 5301

Grades: 10-12

A. School Characteristics

1. Geographic Region

*States in this region are: Colorado, Kansas, Iowa, Missouri,
Minnesota, Montana, Nebraska, North Dakota, South Dakota,
Utah, Wisconsin, Wyoming

2. Urban-Rural Index

Urban Suburban Rural

3. Student Population (Total School)

Total Reported Enrollment 1324

Total Students in Each Grade Level

Grade No. of Students Grade No. of Students
K 7

1 8

2 9

3 10 486
4 11 438
5 12 382
6 Spec Ed 18

Student Ethnicity (Total School)
Pe rcent

American India n 0.5
Asian 0.5
Black 6

Mexican American 15

Puerto Rican
White 78

Other
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Right to Read Student Characteristics

1. Amount of Time in Program; 1972.73 School Year
2. Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level

and Ethnic Breakdown

Total Percent
No of American Mexican Asian Puerto

Grade Students Indian Black American American Rican White Other
K

1
110.11..-

2
p...........:.

3

4

5
11

6
...p.

7

8

9

10 71 6 15 78

11 46 6 15 78

12 34 15 78

Spec Ed 9 6 15 78
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3, Readin r Gains for 1972-73 School Year*
lsee 61. 11, T, rm.:Tam-a ,5diqr

Grade Level Mean Cain eer Month St. Devi
10-12

(Site did not report
student scores by
rade level)

Name of Standardized
Test(s) Used CAT

1.4

C. Right to Read Teacher Characteristics

Total Number Reported

o Age

o No. Years Teaching Experience

Sex No.
Percent

1

3.3

Mean Range
F-Et

Male rernale
3---

Mexican Puerto No
Ethnicity . Amr. Ind Asian Black Amer Rican White Other Indication

Percent
No. I-1 3 r--- 71............. __.......

' .1 N....._._,......._.1931.4 .i......1.....______I
Degree BA or BS MA or MS PhD Other No indicationNo,2I I I I

Area of Human- Fine No bll-
Degree Ethic _Soc Sci ities Arts PhysSci Math Other cationrLi= == 1----1No. 1 2 I

Job Read Reading Bilingual Multi No
Title S ec Teacher Sec Subject Other Indication

No. r- i i
Residential 1 1Index No. 1inner City Urban Suburban Rural No Indication

Total number of classes for which achievement data wore reported: 10
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Teacher Attitude Toward Right To Read Feature's
(figures indicate number of teachers re'sponding) No Indica-

tion or NotEffectiveness Included
Excellent Goocl Aclotitto.te Poor Vo Poor in Program

1 1 2
-Parent Involve-
ment

In-service
Training

Reading
Specialist

Instructional
Materials

3

2 1

1
Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing to
Teach in Right To Read Program next year

Yes
Yes, if changes aremade
Questionable
No

No Response

No; of
Teachers:

D. Identification of Protect Director,

Digrict Reading Reading Classroom No Title
Su t, Principal S socialist Teacher Teacher Other Indicated

X
11NI. =111inoll
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E, Effectiveness of Right To Rea() Materials
Not No

o Program Planning Procedure Useful Useful Useful Indication
(PPP)

X

(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as
parent involvement, identification and prioritizing of student
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches,
matetials,and program organizations. Also supplied information
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program)

Ways in which PPP was used in program:

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing
and PlanniTs Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities

X

Ongoing No
Eval, Indication

Very Not No
Status and Reporting Center Useful Useful Useful Indication

1--

(S and RC)
X

(A document with charts guidir g the school in community involve-
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D, C.)

Ways in which S and RC was used:

Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference
Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source

X

Forecast Information No
Outcomes Dissemination Indication
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F. Technical Assistant Utilization

Rating . clpfulness: Very Not
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

to
No

Technical Assistant Activities:

1. Program planning X 11. Identify alternate approaches

2. Program implementation 12. Develop team teaching

3. Interpret Right to Read
planning materials

13. Observe classes

14. Advise on parental
4, Work on the Unit Task Force involvement

5. Develop Work Statement/ 15. Recommend consultant&
Proposat

16. Budget planning
6. Develop or identify

curriculum materials 17. Evaluation

7. Needs assessment 18. Liaison with Right to Read,
Washington, D. C.

8. Diagnosis/prescription
19. Plan for 1973-74 program

9. Identify objectives
20. No indication of activity

10. Staff development X



a. parent involvement

Extent of
Involvement

Activities:

High Medium Low No Indication
11.

X

1, Unit Task Force X 9. rteadingiLDILduaslltal
2. Program planning 10. PTA, open house, other

traditional meetings
3. Progiam implementation

11, Supplementary activities
4. Develop materials

12. Community relations
5. Purchase/repair materials

13. Information dissemination
6. Aides, tutors, volunteers

14. No indication
7. Advisory council

8. Workshops, conferences



Teachel. Aides

Percentage of Teachors Reporting Aides
Worked in classrooms
Were 'paid
Wel'oi Parent

Student teacher
Community organization member
High schoOl student
Other

Average number of hours aides worked
per semester
Types of Activities Performed;
Tutoring students
Marking tests
Distributing materials
Working in small and large groups
Preparing materials

ison with parents and other outside personnel
13,us monitoring

Supervising recreational activities in or outside
class'
Classroom maintenance
Supervising field trip0
Other

Teacher rating of aide's, effectiveneas-(figures' indicate nUmberof teachers reporting data)

-,Very bevy
tflObtive Zflective Ineffective Ineffeetive



I. Projram Characteristics

1. Inservice Training:

Individuals responsible for training:

Consultants
Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members
Project director
Reading specialist
Classroom teacher
No indication

Individuals trained:

Reading specialist/teacher
Classroom teachers
Other staff
Paraprofe ssionals
Parents
No indication

Training areas.

Learning theoiy
Student background and self
concept
Language development
Motor and perceptual skills
Right to Read Program
Diagneistic/ prescriptive
approach

Instructional approach
Instructional materials
Teaching techniques
Classroom organization and
management
Evaluation
No indication
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I

Training Methods:

Group or individual meetings, seminars, workshops,
conferences X

School visitations, demonstration teaching, .classroom I Iobservations
University courses
Video taping, audio-visuals, multi-media
No indication

Unit Task Force Activities

Planning Phase

Rating of helpfulness:

9 UT F Members:

Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

X

Consultants
Adrniniitratora
Reading specialist
Teachers,
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of meetings:-
:Very:
rrequent Frequent

No
IrifreqUent Indication



Types of Activities:

Meet with TAT
Develop proposal or work
stateMent*
Needs assessment
Develop diagnostic/prescriptive
approach
Identify objectives
Gather data
Complete PPP

Implementation Phase

Rating of Helpfulness:

UTF members:

Develop materials
Inservice training
Budget

Information dissemination
Develop tests
Evaluation
No indication X.I

Very Not No
Hel ful 14.si.pful Helpful Indication

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication

Frequency of Meetings:
Very
Fre tient Fre

No
cent late tient Indication-

X



Typos of Activities:

Meet with'TATs/consultants
Develop criteria for student
selection or_ placement
Student diagnosis
Identify tutors
Inservice training
Develop community involvement
activities

Status and reporting activities
Record progress
Serve* on special committees
Review program progress
Information dissemination
Evaluation
No indication

3, Components of Diagnostic/ Prescriptive Approach:

Individualized prescription
Identification of student skill lqvels
Teacher observation
Contracts
Individualized instruction
Progress checklists
Testing
Review case histories
Staff conferences
Studentiteacher.conferences

Supplementary materials
X Games, manipulatives

Audio- Visual, Multimedia
Commercially made programs
Student grouping
Special classes

X Skill sessions
rield trips
Reading/language center
Reading specialist, tutors
Language experience approach
Basal text instruction
No indication

X



4. Program Location:*

Reading ie taught as a sep4rate subject
Reading is taught indireCtly
through other subject mutter

Special assistance is provided outside the
classroom for students in,special need of
reading help
No indication

5, Student/Teacher Organization:

Single teacher-multi-subjects
Reading' specialist (responsible for more
than one cla
Team teachers,
Students doing cross-age teaChing
Tutor-specialist
Tutor -aide
Other
No indication

6. Student Organization:

Individualized reading instruction
Small groups (5 or fewer students)
Large grottp-s-(6-or more-etuderits)

'N6 indication

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

450

30

Mean Number of.
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

Mean 'NUrnber of
Semester Hours
Reported P-er Class

filforirietiorikiriferna'fOtti- th'relf teit'Svaii bsi-aekfOg te-4cheii; to repOkte'adh 'clisiiriarftitight TOT liiii*ber6tIlitterfo-r-4/ilbhliii*-Wiire ietiOrted: 3



1. Classroom Language (All Classes Combined)1

Language of Instruction Native Language of Students
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking
Used) a Language

Standard English
-Non-Standard English
Spanish
.

French
American Indian
lan/uage or dialect
Jap one se
No indication

8. Reading Approach:

100%

Meaning emphasis
Code emphasis
Linguistics
Modified alphabet
Responsive environment
Programmed learning
Individualized reading
Language experience
Eclectic or teacherls own
Other
No indication

54%

15

28

3

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

18

13

25

33



Techniques Used for Reading Instruction:

MaChine- based programmed
instruction
Other- programmed instruction
Gaming/simulation
Initructional TV
Interactive media
fnfeneive involvement
Discussion groups
Demonstration- performance
Lecture
Contracta
Use of supplementary materials
Other
No indidation

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

28

12

3

SO

:

-33

60-



10. Classroom Evaluation Procedures:

Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or
all students to determine individual reading needs.
The teacher has formulated or selected
speciffc objectives for each student.
The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for the entire class.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading.
The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward
reading for the entire class.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for each individual.
Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for the entire class.
Visible records are kept of class performance.

ilecords of each student's performance are kept
with respect to each objective.
Students are kept informed of their progress.

Students are involved in self-evaluation.

Parents are informed of students' progress.

No indication

11. Toi41-F`unding for'1972.1 school year: $40.000

Number of
Classrooms
in Which
Procedure
Used

3

1

3

1



MASOR rIND CIS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN

1. Pro Oct Objectives alicilleattitotAssain lishment*

Project Objectives

Degree of
AccoMplishment

ItY

.41 4-1
6/41

STUDENT
,

-Sttident-Attitude
--St (Went Behavior III

MO
NM

-Student Readin kchievernent
Rea-ding.--Reiated Skills ,

TEACHER
Teacher Cot hietenc
Teacher Attitiide _

Teacher Behavior X X

PARt NT/CcilviMUNIT'i
,,-Parent/CoMMunity .

--Involvement
Parent Attitude

P ROciR AM

information Dissemination
t-Inilkiidual4ation of

Inattilatien
innovations
fnseivice:Training
-Ayitio4i'Materials,
Services -or''Peisonnal

*Sitet -Mai-have indicated prograin success underi'Prograni Objectiv!es
4i14 Or`tkridei.-*jor-finarngS'!.

tO-bOth'SeCtions'-(O:r a 'COMplet`ertitic1Cith,itaitig of,
11-6-v/-8-aCeii-iftiVthe p rogram- ivas-accOrdingiO--ditiln-the virelf4VAlstitieh.



Major Area

66 .1 ok)

4.441 41, 04

AI° j'$)
1:4"

ito
No''\

*51
fifr

o`r

SIVDE T :

X°Cadliti Acht vernent 4

ileiaiirig.ltelated Skids X

-goial'Skilie 4
Attitude

TtACREA.
,ofii_setency

Attitude
Teabhar-Student lelatiout

--Preacber-4tif RelltiOns

PAIttnicOMMUNITY 4.-

Support _

_:,..h.:oivemeut. . X -.-

PAQinum
XSuede-se-a Iriservice i'raitting

rogratil-rle4bility
'treip_fulnese'Of TeOhnical Aseistance-

iikatitdliagia ii iSigi n j Ieadiiig
:_Aoroach
--fildiiiid.Ualizati-ou-Of ti)etructiou

f-:
lyati4 OtAiiii_itaticii it 6iri
-Aideellieitiiitaiire

;SftplYip- ItAli1At STAlt

'6 fV6-11-1friet big Pee 6-(A:010 .,,. ,--A-Q.--f----4-itialfig--0-

-.004ipW:lucgaile-tfridai II ajoie ptitilaile" or -.--4,'Oae:-Iiiii- aye* i.rid dateii - 1t--_-- -0 -

'- 141ilifr :4°-'15j--6gill'i, 'Pit-i4teltb---dli itia-101:47,111':a;a-siii'T-trei:6Ifeitlia'iiihnititc::")/tif.4;:idit:6
ti.

adit '0)04 , , -,.... both
,4,- --- -0 fig .fireb*.i-atio'Osii,t4rt ii 'DiP4-1'01a, vi 44- 16.' r-

--_- -,-
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3. Program Recommendations

Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports
were categorized into the areas listed below. An "X" indicates that
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area.

More emphasis on reading-related skills

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement

X Increased emphasis on improving student attitude

More remedial help.1

X Increased effort to involve parents/community

Increased school-parent communicatiolis

More staff training

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach

X More emphasis on individualization of instruction

Expand program within school/school district11000

More materials7equipment/personnel

X Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude

Improved evaluation techniques

Re-definition of needs

Improved communication with HEW

Continued funding

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS
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